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Current Topics. 


The Preparation ofa Bill of Costs. 

WE Are glad to have the opportunity of reporting at some 
length the lecture on ‘‘ The Preparation of a Bill of Costs,”’ 
which Master Kno delivered on Tuesday to the Solicitors’ 
Managing Clerks Association. The lecture was extremely 
interesting, and Lord Justice Bankes, who was in the chair, 
happily remarked that it was an example of the interest which 
fulness of knowledge can give to asubject. At the same time, 
seeing that a solicitor’s work is not wholly altruistic—in other 
words he must live—the bill of costs naturally furnishes a 
pleasing subject for disquisition. We have no intention of 
attempting to add to or comment on what Master Kine said, 
probably the most 
fundamental of all for the successful and smooth working 
cf business in a solicitor’s office—that all the material necessary 


' for recording the progress of a piece of business and for fur- 


nishing the material of the bill of costs should be kept carefully 
up to date; that, in fact, everyone who does anything should 
promptly put it down. 


Solicitor and Client Costs, 

In THE brief remarks which Lord Justice BANKES made at 
the close of Master K1nc’s lecture he referred to the familiar 
topic of the distinction between party and party and solicitor 
and client costs, and he intimated that it ought to be abolished. 


| This, of course, was recommended by the Council of Judges in 


1892. In clause VI. of their report of that year (36 
Soticitors’ JourNAL, p. 717) they said: ‘‘ The Council have 
considered the practice as to the taxation and payment of 
costs which at present distinguishes costs as between solicitor 
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and client and costs as between party and party; and they 
think that such distinction cannot be justified by reason. If 
the losing party in litigation ought to pay the costs of his suc- 
cessful opponent, he ought to pay all the costs reasonably in- 
curred by that opponent.’’ A few years later a similar 
opinion was expressed by Lord HerscHELL in the House of 
Lords (39 Soticrtors’ Journa., p. 480), and we believe that 
at one time there was an impression that the distinction had 
been in practice almost abolished. But although it may have 
been reduced in importance it still exists, and it seems to be 
one of those matters in which the hot fit of reform has been 
followed by the cold fit of neglect; or there may be practical 
reasons why the distinction should be maintained. 

The Winding-Up of Enerny Businesses. 

THERE APPEARS just now to be a revival of the demand for 
the eliminating of all trace of enemy interests from our finan- 
cial and commercial life. With the particular reasons which 
have called for this we are not conversant, and we do not 
propose to offer any opinion as to whether the demand is justi- 


fied or not It is not very practicable to apply to present 


times the ordinary rules as to the effect of war on commerce— 
especially as regards persons of hostile nationality residing in 


this country—though, of course, all departures from such 
rules are to be regretted. The ordinary rule is that only 
persons residing or carrying on business in an enemy country 
are subject to the disqualifications caused by a state of war, 
and we believe the only change which has been made in this 
the Trading with the Enemy 


respect is the introduction, by 
power for the Board of Trade 


Amendment Act, 1916, of the 
to close down enemy businesses. On the procedure under this 
Act an interesting article was by Mr. FRANK 
Evans to the July number of the Law Quarterly Review. The 
main provision of the statute is contained in section 1 (1), which 
enacts that ‘‘ where it appears to the Board of Trade that the 
business carried on in the United Kingdom by any person, 
firm, or company is by reason of the enemy nationality or 
enemy association of that firm or company voge carried 
on wholly or mainly for the benefit of or under the control of 
enemy subjects,’’ the Board of Trade may either prohibit the 
carrying on of the business or require it to be wound up. It 
is useless now to criticize the procedure of the Act. Mr. 
Evans describes this section as a highly penal provision, 
especially seeing that section 15 of the Act defines the expres- 
‘enemy subject ”’ a subject of a State for 
the time being at war with His Majesty.’’ Thus the Act 
applies to enemy subjects resident and carrying on business 
here, notwithstanding that, according to the principles stated 
above, they are entitled to rank for business purposes with 
other persons in this country. 


contributed 


sion as meaning ‘‘ 


property, it would have been natural to require application 
to be made to the court, Mr. Evans’ article suggests that in 
that case some interesting points of construction would have 
arisen on the statute; but, in fact, proceedings have been re- 
stricted to hearing before the Advisory Committee, where 
counsel or solicitors have been heard, j 
by the Board of Trade. The whole subject of interference 
with businesses carried on in this country is a bye-product of 
the war, and hereafter will form the subject of discussion for 
international lawyers. At present it is only necessary to note 
the course of events : ; 


Excesses of Military Officers, 

THERE is nothing novel in the principle enunciated so clearly 
and carefully in the recently published report of the Royal 
Commission on the murder of Mr. SKEFFINGTON and his two 
companions. But it emphasizes some rules of the common 
law with which every law student who reads his ‘‘ Dicey ’’ 
is familiar, although the layman is usually ignorant of them. 
In the iirst place, a Proclamation of Martial Law, whether 
at com son law or under the Defence of the Realm Act, does 
not justify illegal acts committed by military officers. In the 
absence of an Act of Indemnity, such as is usually passed when 
the civil danger is over, every officer can be tried for any act 





And seeing the novel nature | 
of the provision and the manner in which it interferes with | 


with final determination | 





of violence he commits in the course of civil strife. On proof 
that he has committed the act, the onus of proof is cast upon 
him to justify it, if he can. He can only justify it either by 
shewing that it was absolutely necessary to preserve the safety 
of the realm and repress disorder, or by shewing some statutory 
authority for his act. He cannot justify it by alleging the 
order of a military superior whom, under the rules of military 
discipline, he is bound to obey on pain of death. In the 
second place, his act must be the only means of preserving the 
public order, and any excess of violence over the minimum 
necessary is in law criminal. To shoot a suspect whom he can 
imprison is murder. In the third place, it can never be justi- 
fiable to shoot prisoners, with or without a trial, to prevent 
others from rescuing them or to intimidate others. Only when 
the arrested prisoner is a felon, and is himself attempting to 
escape, does the common law justify his gaoler in shooting 
him to prevent that escape. These principles are clearly 
enunciated in the Textbook of Military Law, and doubtless— 
as the Commissioners suggest—the lack of military education 
in the case of our new civilian officers helps to account for the 
Dublin tragedies. 


False Descriptions of Contraband. 

Tue PResipent has just made, in The Lyngenfjord (Times, 
14th inst.), an important application of one of the principles 
laid down in the now celebrated Aim case (60 SoLiciToRs’ 
JouRNAL, 26). A neutral ship en voyage for Norway was 
seized and brought into port for the condemnation of her cargo 
as contraband, on the ground that it consisted of rubber, with 
an ultimate destination in Germany. Now no direct evidence 
existed as to the hostile destination of the cargo. And from 
the point of view of the Prize Court it is immaterial whether 
or not the rubber was consigned to a consignee authorized by 
us, and complied with our blockade regulations ; for, unless by 
the rules of International Law a cargo is contraband, the Prize 
Court is not at liberty to condemn it. The Common Law 
of that court is International Law, and, unless a statute alters 
any rule of that law, its principles prevail although they conflict 
with blockade rules laid down by the Executive Government 
whether in Defence of the Realm Regulations or elsewhere 
(The Zamora, 60 Soticitors’ JouRNAL, 416). So some 
evidence of ultimate hostile destination, sufficient to satisfy 
the doctrine of ‘‘ continuous voyage,’’ had to be given in the 
case of the rubber cargo, before the court could order its con- 
fiscation as contraband. But no direct evidence was available, 
and indirect evidence had to be relied on. This was found in an 
implied ‘‘ admission by conduct. ’’ on the part of the consignor. 
He had covered the rubber with a thin layer of coffee grounds, 
packed it in bags, and invoiced it as ‘‘ coffee.’’ This showed 
an intent to conceal its character of possible contraband, and 
created a presumption that the destination was hostile which 
the court could act upon, unless it was rebutted. The judg- 
ment applies in a new class of case the point of decision in The 
Aim (supra), where a cargo of rubber was labelled ‘‘ gum.’’ 


| ‘‘ Belligerents are entitled to require of neutrals a frank and 


bona fide conduct,’’ said the President in that leading case, 
and the absence of ‘‘ frankness’’ is an admission of “‘ hostile 
destination ’’ which justifies condemnation. 


The Rationale of Punishment. 

THE CHANGING view of our courts as to the rationale of 
punishment is illustrated by the decision of the Court of 
Criminal Appeal in Rex v. Durdee (Times, 17th inst.). In 
this case a violinist, fifty-nine years of age, who took an interest 
in ‘‘ hydropathy ’’—#.e., the theory that diseases can be cured 
by cold water treatment accompanied by fasting, which is held 
by certain sections of the Christian Scientist movement—and 
believed himself to have been cured by this means, had been 
convicted of manslaughter in the following circumstances. 
He had attempted to cure in this way a lady suffering from 
neuritis and a weak heart, and at his advice she had resorted 
to the practice of fasting and the use of cold baths for the feet. 
She died, and the accused was indicted for manslaughter on 
the ground that his negligence had caused her death. It is 
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well-accepted law, of course, that where an unqualified person 
gives medical treatment to a patient and adopts a course of 
treatment condemned by medical experience as dangerous 
or useless, he is guilty of homicide if the patient 
in fact dies as the result of his failure to apply proper remedies. 
It is clear, then, that the Court of Criminah Appeal could net 
interfere with the conviction. But the trial judge passed a 
sentence of twelve months’ hard labour. This sentence the 
superior court altered to one of twelve months’ imprisonment 
in the second division, their chief reason being that hard labour 
would ruin the prisoner’s hands for the purpose of violin 
playing and deprive him in old age of his capacity to earn an 
honest livelihood. In other words, the measure of punish- 
ment ought not to be solely its deterrent effect; reformation 
should also be one of its aims. And the reformation of an 
individual is not assisted by a sentence which ruins him hope- 
lessly. It is difficult to believe that considerations of this kind 
would have affected even the most enlightened of early 
Victorian judges, and their acceptance now marks the growth 
of humane principles in our criminal jurisprudence. 


The Burden of Proof. 
One oF the most troublesome points of practice in our 
criminal courts is that of the burden of proof which arises in 
a certain class of cases. A long established principle of the 
criminal law lays down that where a person is found in “ recent 
possession ’’ of goods proved to be stolen, and fails to offer a 
“reasonable explanation’’ of his possession, there is a 
presumption that he is guilty either of larceny or of 
receiving the goods well knowing them to be stolen (fez v. 
John Poolman, 3 Cr. App. R. 36). But there are difficulties 
in the way of this doctrine, one of which caused trouble to the 
learned Deputy-Chairman of the Middlesex Quarter Sessions 
in the recent case of #. v. Norris, in which his decision was 
reversed by the Court of Criminal Appeal (7imes, 17th inst.). 
Supposing a prisoner is proved to have been in ‘‘ recent pos- 
session ’’ of stolen goods, and says nothing or offers either no 
explanation or a manifestly unreasonable explanation, must 
he be convicted on the ground that there is a presumption of 
guilt which he has not rebutted, although the onus of rebutting 
it rests on him? The court held that this is not the rule in 
R. v. Field (4 Cr. App. R. 190); the presumption is one of 
“* fact,’’ not of ‘‘law,’’ and justifies the jury in convicting 
without further evidence, but does not compel them to do so. 
Again, supposing the prisoner offers a ‘‘ reasonable explana- 
tion,’’ on whom is the burden of proof. Must the prosecution 
go on and prove his guilt up to the hilt as in ordinary cases, 
or must the prisoner prove that his explanation is not only 
prima facie reasonable, but true? The former is the rule. Once 
an explanation, primd facie reasonable, is offered, the prisoner 
has displaced the presumption of fact raised by his ‘‘ recent 
possession,’’ and the prosecution has on it the burden of proof 
just as if no such presumption had ever for a moment existed 
(R. v. A. Cramovitch, 11 Cr. App. R. 46). The correctness of 
this last decision has been doubted, but in &. v. Norris (supra) 
the court has now definitely reaffirmed its principle. 
The Meaning of ‘*‘ Issue.” 

Few MATTERS of construction are better established than 
the rule that the word ‘‘ issue ’’ when used in a will as correla- 
tive to ‘‘ parent’’ must be restricted to children. This is 
usually referred to as the rule in Sibley v. Perry (7 Ves. 522) ; 
but it was restated and adopted by SHapwe.t, V.C., in 
Pruen v. Osborne (11 Sim. 132). “‘ I have always considered 
it as settled,’’ said the Vice-Chancellor, ‘‘ that, in a will or 
in a deed, if it is a question whether the word ‘“‘ issue ’’ shall 
be taken generally or in a restricted sense, a direction that 
the issue shall take only the shares which their parents would 
have taken if living, must be taken to shew that the word 
*‘issue’’ was used in its restricted sense. But this construc- 
tion is of course dependent on the general terms of the will. 
If, as in Ross v. Ross (20 Beav. 645), there is a gift over on 
failure of the issue of the original legatee, this appears to refer 
to failure of issue generally, so that the term here is not 





restricted to children, nor, therefore, is it so restricted in the 
original gift. And apart from such special reason for depart- 
ing from the general rule—if, indeed, it is correct so to describe 
the rule in question—it has by no means received universal 
commendation, and in Ralph y. Carrick (11 Ch. D. 873) Lord 
EsHer—then Brett, L.J.—said that he should have no objec- 
tion to be present at its funeral. But threatened rules, like 
threatened men, live long. The rule is now, perhaps, established 
more firmly than ever, and in the recent case of Re Timson 
(1916, 2 Ch. 362) Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., disclaimed any 
desire to be one of those to follow the funeral. In that case 
there was first a clause in the will under which, in the event 
of the death of the original legatees in the lifetime of the 
tenant for life, the issue were to take their deceased parents’ 
shares, so that this was precisely within the rule in Sidley v. 
Perry. Then there was a provision that, if any of the legatees 
died in the lifetime of the tenant for life without leaving 
‘issue ’’ him or her surviving, the share of the one so dying 
should be divided amongst the survivor or survivors and the 
‘issue ’’ of deceased legatees who had died leaving issue. 
This seems to come somewhat near to Ross v. Ross (supra), but 
YounGer, J. (1916, 1 Ch. 293), distinguished it on the ground 
that Ross v. Ross depended on an ambiguity in the original 
gift, and in the absence of any such ambiguity the rule in 
Sibley v. Perry applied notwithstanding the later clause. 
Similarly the Master of the Rolls, while admitting that it re- 
quired some ingenuity to reconcile the clauses, thought the 
easiest way to do so was to treat “‘issue’’ throughout as 
meaning children only. In this both Pickrorp and NEVILLE, 
JJ., concurred, so that the result is to diminish somewhat the 
chance of taking a case outside the rule in question. 


A Double-Edged Argument. 

Tue CorrectionaL Chamber of Paris in August last sen- 
tenced an assistant letter carrier to four months’ imprisonment 
for having misappropriated in the course of his employment 
two notes of five francs each which he had taken from letters 
after breaking the seals. These letters were addressed to 
soldiers at the front. The prisoner appealed against the 
sentence as being too severe, and his advocate pressed the 
Court to have regard to the fact that the appellant had fought 
with credit in the line of valour and had lost his left arm by 
the bursting of a shell. Disabled from active service, with 
a pension of 200 francs a year, he had secured his position as 
assistant letter carrier, which gave him the means of subsist- 
ence. The Court was therefore asked to allow him the benefit 
of the law affecting first offenders. But the reply of the 
counsel for the prosecution was that the very fact that the ap- 
pellant had served on the field was a reason for not passing over 
his offence. No one could better appreciate the heinousness 
of the act of stealing money intended for soldiers at the front. 
His sentence should be increased, not diminished. The Court 
accordingly increased the sentence to six months’ imprison- 
ment. <A decision of which Englishmen will not complain, 
though they are as yet not fully reconciled to the power of 
increasing sentences on appeal. 


Mr. Forster has informed Mr. Chancellor that full inquiry is being 
made into the case of the three conscientious objectors—Beardsworth, 
Dukes, and Benson—belonging to the 3rd Battalion, Cheshire Regiment. 
He states that as soon as it was established that irregularities had taken 
place a telegram was sent to the General Officer Commanding-in-Chief, 
Western Command, directing him to order that the irregularities should 
immediately cease, and that the men should be dealt with by immediate 
confinement exactly as any other insubordinate soldiers. As a result of 
these instructions the irregularities ceased, and the three men concerned 
were remanded for trial by court-martial. Inquiries into allegations ot 
ill-treatment have not been completed. Several reports have already 
been received at the War Office from the General Officer Commanding 
in-Chief, Western Command, but they are not considered to be con- 


clusive. Meantime, the General Officer Commanding-in-Chief, Western 


Command, has been instructed not to proceed with his inquiries until 
the promulgation of the court-martial proceedings, as it is considered 
that the matter should be held to be sub judice, and the attendance of 
these three soldiers as witnesses at any inquiry would delay the trials by 
court-martial. 
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Restrictions on the Right to Transfer 
Shares. 


A supGMENT of considerable interest has been delivered by 
the Court of Appeal in Re The Bede Steam Shipping Co. 
(/imes, 19th inst.) as to the exercise of a power for directors 
to decline to transfer of shares. Restrictions on 
transfer have, of course, to be inserted in the articles of com- 
panies which are statutory private companies, but otherwise 
the restriction is usually contined to shares which are not fully 
paid up. In the form given in ‘‘ Palmer ’’ the directors, as to 
such shares, ‘‘ may refuse to register a transfer to a transferee 
of whom they do approve.’’ In Re Bell Bros. (65 L.T. 
245) the directors had ‘‘ an absolute discretion as to accepting 
or rejecting any transfer of shares,’’ and they were expressly 
exempted from being bound to give any reason. In the 
present case the article was as follows 


register a 


not 


The directors may decline to register the transfer of any 
fully paid-up share or shares on certifying that in their opinion it is 
contrary to the interests of the company that the proposed transferee 
should be a member thereof. 


The reference to the desirability of the transferee has 
occurred in such as Ka parte Penney (L. R. 8 
Ch. 446), where the proposed transferee was to be approved by 
the board; in Moffatt v. Farquhar (7 Ch. D. 591), where the 
directors had power to approve or disapprove of him; and in 
Ite Coalport China Vo, (1895, 2 Ch. 404), where the directors 
had power to refuse the transfer if in their opinion the trans- 
feree was not a desirable person to admit to membership. But 
it appears to be settled that the same principle of construction 
applies to all articles of this nature. As was pointed out by 
Mauins, V.C., in Moffatt v. Farquhar (supra), the right of 
transfer is a right of property, and it is not to be annihilated 
by any arbitrary action of the directors. At the same time, 
the discretion is with them, and if they exercise the discretion 
by refusing to register the transfer and give no reasons, the 
court will not compel them to give reasons, and it then has no 
material for judging whether the discretion was well exercised 
said James, L.J., in “x parte 
‘that any director would choose to accept 
office or exercise the power entrusted to him, if he were liable 
to be called upon to say what the particular reasons were or 
the particular motive was which influenced him in coming to 
the conclusion that any person was not eligible as a share- 
holde Similarly, in Re Coalport China Co. (supra) it was 
held that the person who attacked the directors’ exercise of 
their power must give affirmative evidence that the power was 
wrongly exercised It was not for the directors to justify 


ot her cases, 


or not | cannot conceive, 


Penney (supra), 


their conduct 


But behind these cases lies the principle that the power is 
a fiduciary power: to be exercised for the benefit of the com- 
pany, and with due regard to the rights of the transferee (see 
per Ricsy, L.J., in Re Coalport China Co.); and it is a bad 
exercise of the power if the transferor is prevented from trans- 
ferring his shares at all, or, where the power refers to approval 
of the transferee, on any ground not applying to him personally 
(Ex parte Penney, supra, at p. 453); and generally 
where the directors been acting from some improper 
motive, or arbitrarily or capriciously (‘/id, at p. 449, per 
James, L.J.). Hence, if the directors can be got to abandon 
a policy of silence and state their reasons, the court will 
examine these and override the exercise of the power if the 
reasons do not disclose proper ground for it. 


uh 


ha ve 


The case just referred to happened in Re Bell Bros. (supra). 
The company was a family company, and the nian’ 

so it appeared, refused the transfer because the transferee was 
not a member of the Bett family by blood or marriage. 


iad, 


‘“‘Tf,’’ said Cuirty, J., ‘‘ the reasons assigned are legitimate, 
the court will not overrule the directors’ decision merely 
because the court itself would not have come to the same con- 
clusion. But if they are not legitimate, as, for instance, if 





the directors state that the transferor’s object was to increase 
the voting power in respect of his shares by splitting them 
among his nominees, the court would hold that the power had 
not been duly exercised.’’ And the learned judge arrived at 
this result in the case before him. 

The present case of Re Bede Steam Shipping Co. was in some 
respects similar to Re Bell Bros., and Eve, J. (114 L. T. 1196), 
in deciding in favour of the transferee, followed that decision. 
The Bede Steam Shipping Co. was in substance, though not in 
law, a private company, and the directors—who gave their 
reasons—had refused two transfers of shares, ostensibly 
because the transfers were for single shares only and to out- 
side persons who had no interest in or knowledge of shipping. 
There were also disputes between the two directors who 
rejected the transfer and their co-director, who was the trans- 
feror, and the two directors alleged that the transferor was 
hostile to the company and that the transferees were his 
nominees. In these additional facts Scrurton, L.J., found 
reason for delivering a dissentient judgment, but the majority 
of the court—the MASTER oF THE ROLLS and WARRINGTON, 
L.J.—affirmed the decision of Eve, J. The right of transfer 
of shares, whether singly or in larger lots, is a right of pro- 
perty, and the point to which the board must direct attention 
is the personality of the transferee. If the reasons are not 
based on this, then the power of rejection is badly exercised, 
and the court will overrule it. 

Incidentally a point was raised as to the transfer of single 
shares in a statutory private company. The shareholders in 
such a company are limited to fifty, and if the right to transfer 
single shares is not effectively restricted, a single shareholder 
may split his shares so as to fill up all the vacancies and deprive 
the other shareholders of the right to transfer except as to the 
whole of their shares. This was not relevant to the present 
case, but it should be noted by the company draftsman. 


Bequests to Servants. 


In the recent case of Re Forrest, Bubb, v. Newcomb (60 
Soxicrrors’ Journat, 655; 1916, 2 Ch. 386) Sareant, J., 
held that labourers employed in farm work were not servants 
within the meaning of a bequest to the testator’s servants of 
one year’s wages. There are now a number of authorities 
upon the construction of this form of gift. The most remark- 
able feature of these cases is the principle of construction 
which has been adopted in many of the reported cases, which 
leads the Court to have regard to the reference in the quantum 
of the gift to the nature of the wages, and to decide whether or 
not the claimant is an intended legatee according to whether 
that claimant is or is not hired at those wages. This requires 
some explanation, and the best way of explaining our meaning 
is to put a concrete example. The testator, let us suppose, 
gives to each of his servants one year’s wages. Some of his 
servants are hired at a weekly wage, some at a monthly wage 
and some at a yearly wage. The Court, following precedent, 
will pay regard to the mention of the year’s wages, and, all 
other things being equal, be disposed to rule out the servants 
hired at monthly and weekly wages in favour of those hired at 
a yearly wage. 

The principle of construction intimated above does not 
commend itself to reason. It would probably have never been 
enunciated had it not been for some previous authorities, and 
it is a matter of interest to observe that some members of the 
Bench have shewn themselves fully alive to its lack of sound- 
ness. It is, moreover, a point well worth remembering, that 
there is every ground for supposing that this rule of construc- 
tion—if indeed it can be said to be a rule—was first enunciated 
in error. The root of the matter can be traced back to the 
case of Booth v. Dean (1 My. & K. 560), decided in 1833 by 
Sir Joun Leacu. The report is very meagre, and the learned 
Vice-Chancellor’s judgment is only given in effect, and that 
very briefly. The testator gave to each of his servants one 
year’s wages. An under-gardener and a cow-boy, both of 
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whom were engaged at weekly wages, claimed to be entitled to 
participate in the bounty. It was held that these persons were 
not servants in the sense in which the testator had used the 
expression, and that, in speaking of a year’s wages, the testator 
had plainly used the word with reference to family servants 
usually hired by the year. 

It is not the case of Booth v. Dean that actually originated 
the principle or rule that we criticize. It was the meaning 
attributed to Sir Joun Leacu’s judgment in that case by Sir 
Georce Turner in Blackwell vy. Pennant (9 Hare, 551) twenty 
vears later that has caused the trouble. In the latter case the 
testator gave one year’s wages to each of his servants living 
with him at the time of his death. Sir Georcre Turner held 
that servants not hired by the year were excluded, and laid 
much stress on the decision in Booth v. Dean (supra). ‘‘ The 
bequest there, as here,’’ said his lordship, ‘‘ was of a year’s 
wages ; and Sir J. Leacu treats it as clear that the expression 
must be construed to refer to family servants usually hired by 
the year.”’ As Lord CozEns-Harpy pointed out in Re Karl 
of Sheffield, Ryde v. Bristow (1911, 2 Ch. 267), Sir Georcr 
TuRNER thought he was following the decision of Sir Joun 
Leacu, whereas in fact, if the case of Booth v. Dean be 
examined, it does not bear out that view. However that may 
be, Blackwell v. Pennant (supra) was, in more recent times, 
followed by Joyce, J., in Re Ravensworth, Ravensworth v 
Tindale (1905, 2 Ch. 1), who felt himself bound by that 
authority, and the Court of Appeal held that Joyce, J., was 
right in following the authority of Blackwell v. Pennant. 

It is a striking thing how strongly the Bench has criticized 
the authority of Blackwell v. Pennant, and yet the Courts do 
not refuse to follow it. In his judgment in Re Ravensworth 
Joyce, J., referred to the celebrated dictum of JESSEL, M.R., 
who once observed, ‘‘ When I first had the honour of sitting 
here, I used to think myself bound by any decision of a Vice 
Chancellor that was twenty years old ; but the Court of Appeal 
in one instance held that I was not so bound. I then recon- 
sidered my position, and thought I was not bound by any 
decision of a Court of co-ordinate jurisdiction.’’ In the course 
of the argument in the last-mentioned case Joyce, J., re 
marked that he could not follow the reasoning of the cases 
When Re Ravensworth went to the Court of Appeal, STIRLING, 
L.J., made it quite clear that he, at any rate, did not approve 
of Blackwell v. Pennant, but, having regard to the high 
authority of Turner, V.C., and the long period during which 
that decision had remained unimpeached, he thought the Court 
of Appeal ought not to overrule it. 

In Re Earl of Sheffield, Ryde v. Bristow (supra) the testator 
bequeathed to each of his servants (indoor and outdoor) the 
amount of one year’s wages. He gave legacies to certain 
servants by name. If the gift was to be construed as one to 
yearly servants only it would only have been these two named 
servants who would have benefited. This fact led NeviL.e, 
J., to hold that the case was distinguishable from Re Ravens- 
worth and the earlier cases we have mentioned. Consequently 
the learned Judge held that servants not engaged at yearly 
wages were entitled to participate, and the Court of Appeal 
upheld his lordship’s decision. The case of Blackwell vy. Pen- 
nant again was criticized. ‘“‘ It is right to say that Joyce, J.,’’ 
said Lord Cozens-Harpy, ‘‘ expressed his personal disapproval 
of the decision, and that Stiriinc, L.J., was not entirely 
satisfied with it, though they both felt themselves bound by 
authority.’’ Bucxiey, L.J., does not appear to have been 
much impressed with the decision in Blackwell v. Pennant, nor 
for that matter was Kennepy, L.J. Yet it seems that, had not 
the Court of Appeal in Re Larl of Sheffield been able to find 
a ground for distinguishing that case from Blackwell v. Pen 
nant, the Court would have felt constrained to follow it. 

The value of authority in any case of construction, except 
where some clear principle of construction is laid down, has 
often been doubted. It is a sad commentary on our system 
that the Judges should be forced by authority to hold against 
their own better judgment. It is particularly unfortunate 


that the Courts should pay such regard to precedent that prece- 
dents founded on error, as the decision in Blackwell v. Pennant 
clearly was, should prevent learned Judges from deciding in 
accordance with their own views. There is, however, this 
redeeming feature of precedent law, namely, that it is usually 
an easy matter for a Judge to distinguish the case before him 
from the authority he does not approve of. In the recent case 
of Re Forrest Sancant, J., was able to hold that the point 
which Blackwell v. Pennant is deemed to rule did not in fact 
arise, because in the case before him the claimants were engaged 
by the year. Whether or not his lordship approved of the 
decision in the last-mentioned case does not appear, 





A League of Peace. 


Br the journey long or short, we shall not pause or falter till we 
have secured for the smaller States of Europe their charter of 
independence, and for Europe itself and the world at large its 
tinal emancipation from the reign of force.’ So said the Prime 
Minister at the Guildhall last November. Last week, in the 
House of Commons, he spoke of the sacrifices which have been 
made “as the price by which the world will purchase and securely 
hold in the years to come protection for the weak, supremacy 
of right over force, free development under equal conditions, and 
each in accordance with its own genius, of all the States, great or 
small, which build up the family of civilized mankind.”’ Declara 
tions such as these express the feeling of the country, but to carry 
them into effect when the war is over—that is another matter, 
depending no little upon the way in which the war is brought to an 
end, and the condition and temper in which it leaves the belligerent 
nations. It can hardly be doubted, however, that the conclusion of the 
war will be followed by a great wave of moral enthusiasm directed 
to the prevention of the recurrence of any similar tragedy, and 
the book which Mr. J. A. Honson wrote a year ago* is likely to 
be the forerunner of many similar attempts to frame schemes for 
the governance of the world. That such schemes are sentimental 
merely, and foredoomed to failure, is the opinion of many ; see, for 
instance, the article in last week’s Spectator, “The League to 
Enforce Peace.’’ But to attempt at the outset to shew the futility 
of any such movement is—if we may say so without offence—to play 
the part of advocatus diaboli. The schemes of thinkers have no 
chance, of course, until they assume practical form in the plans 
of statesmen, but though this step can hardly at present be taken 
here, it has been taken in the United States in the formation of 
the League which owes its origin largely to the efforts of Ex 
President Tarr. 

The fact, of course, has to be faced that the war will leave behind 
it much international bitterness. We see this in the passions 
which have been stirred by the manner in which Germany has 
carried on the war, and by the suggestions for a trade war to 
follow the present war—a condition of things which seems to be 
at variance with the concimsion of any real peace at all. And this 
Mr. Hopson recognizes. It would be futile,’’ he says (p. 82), 
‘to ignore the certainty that for some time to come the amities 
and enmities of the present struggle will be represented in special 
associations and divisions which must weaken and imperil the 
larger international co-operation.’ sut a glance back through the 
last hundred years will shew that theYe is no continuity in inter 
national friendships, and that the enemies of one war are the 
allies of the next. Granted, as we presume everyone is now ready 
to grant—so long as a year ago the Times said, ‘‘ We doubt whether 
there are any honest militarists now left in Europe (Literary 
Supplement, 19th August, 1915)—that war is the worst possible 
way of settling international differences, it will be essential, if 
civilization is to remain in the world, to make a determined effort 
to bring all States to a common understanding. 

We do not propose to examine in detail the plan which Mr 
Honson sets forth. At the nresent phase of the itter it is only 
the barest outline which is interesting. Tt is not worth while to 
trouble ahout details until there is some chance of a common Peace 
Scheme being adopted The various phases of International 
Arbitration, of Settlement of Disputes by Conciliation, of Tnter 
national Force, and of the Economie Boycott are set forth in 
successive chapters and Mr. Horsow handles these subjects with 
clearness and force. The main difficulty is found in the employ 
ment of International Force Tt is familiar that law, to be 
effectively respected, must rest ultimately on force. “The present 
war,” says Mr. Hopson (p. 86), “is the most tragically complete 


* Towards International Government. By J. A. Hobson George Allen & Unwin 
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instance of the futility of expecting public law to operate, and treaty 
obligations to be kept inviolate, without an express and adequate 
and generally known provision for enforcing them.” But how far 
international force could be employed with effect it is impossible 
to tell until some practical scheme has been devised and agreed 
upon. Till then it will always be open for critics to say that the 
plan will in practice break down, and simply lead to new wars. 

Mr. Honson, however, is only one among many whose thoughts 
have been the same direction. Some of our readers may 
have noticed the article on “ Limitation of Armaments,” by Sir 
Epwarp Fry, which appeared in the Nation a year ago (6th Novem- 
ber, 1915). Some, he pointed out, expected, at the end of the war, 
ons of Europe recovered from their exhaustion, the 


to a mad competition for 


turned in 


when the nat 
return to increase of armaments and 
supremacy in the next war. Others, with whom he associated him- 
self, hoped for better things; they trusted that the thoughts of 
men were being widened by the process of events, and hoped that 
the settlement might tend to secure the peace of Europe on a firmer 
footing than ever before. He regarded the limitation of armaments 
as, in fact, the corner stone of any peace other than an armed one ; 
and he suggested a scheme for such limitation and for the main- 
tenance of peace establishments throughout Europe. But treaties 
were not enough. “ We must seek for some more valid guarantee.’’ 
The Congress which settled the terms of peace should determine 
the maximum of naval and military forces which each of the 
Powers, whether conquering or conquered or neutral, was to be 
allowed to maintain ; there should be International Commissioners 
to see that the limitations were never exceeded ; and the federated 
natioris should enforce the arrangement. This, Sir Epwarp pointed 
out, would operate to prevent the recrudescence of the military 
system, not only in Germany, but in all nations of Europe ; and 
it offered a securer basis of peace than any humiliation of one 
Sir Epwarp Fry considered the 


nation and exaltation of another 


mode in which the maximum limit for each nation might be fixed. 
The same problem is discussed by Mr. Honson in the first chapter 
of his book. But here, again, it 1s needless to go into details. Sir 


Epwarp Fry's outline of a scheme is interesting in itself, and 
also for the personality of ite author It will be noticed that it 
rests ultimately on International Force. Sir Epwarp Fry’s work 
at the second Hague Peace Conference remains of value notwith- 
standing that the results of the Conference are temporarily eclipsed 

But the ideas of thinkers and writers have, it may be hoped, 
been brought perceptibly nearer to achievement by the formation 
in the United States in June, 1915, of the League to Enforce 
Peace. As we have said, this was largely due to the personal 
initiative of Mr. Tarr, and an account of its constitution and 
programme was contributed by him to the recent American number 
of the Manchester Guardian (3rd inst.). Its »yrogramme, he states, 
conte mplates L tre ity between the Great Powers of the world by 
which the signatories would agree to be bound to four obliga 
tions 


First, that all questions arising between the members of 
the League shall be submitted to a judicial tribunal for hearing 
and judgment 

Second, that all questions which cannot be settled on prin 
iples of law and equity shall be submitted to a Council of 


Conciliation for hearing, and a recommendation of com- 
promi 

Third, that if any member of the League commits acts of 
hostility against another member, before the question between 


them shall be submitted as provided in the first two articles 
the remainder of the members of the League shall jointly use 
for vith their economic and military forces against the 
member prematurely resorting to war and in favour of the 
iturely attacked 


mber pre 

Fourth, that ngresses between the members of the League 
shall be held from time to time to formulate and codify rules 
of International Law to govern the relations between the 
ibers of the League unless some member of the League 

tall signify its dissent within a stated period. 
llere again it is sufficient for us to place on record the nature of 
the heme without attempting to criticize its details. A series of 
arbitrations, now running to a considerable number, have made 
all the Powers familiar with the settlement in this manner of 
questions similar to those arising between ordinary litigants. There 
can, for instance, be no question that resort should not be had to 
force to settle a question of boundaries or of fishing rights. It has 


been the practice, however, to exclude from arbitration treaties 
matters of a wider scope which depend on international rivalries 
rather than on any considerations of law or equity; of this nature 
; which have led to the present war. The programme 

attempt to stop war 


are the caus¢ 
of the League does not go so far as to 


altogether. It proposes a reference to a Council of Conciliation, 


and the employment of international force to prevent recourse to 
war before the reference. But, in Mr. Tart’s words, “it is not 
the purpose of this programme to use the economic boycott or the 
jointly acting armies of the League to enforce the judgment 
declared or the compromise recommended. These means are used 
only to prevent the beginning of war before there has been a com- 
plete submission, hearing of evidence, argument, and decision, or 
recommendation.’ And it is important to quote the following :— 


Our ambition is not to propose a plan, the perfect working 
out of which will absolutely prevent war; first, because we 
do not think such a plan could work perfectly, and, second, 
because we are willing to concede that there may be govern- 
mental and international injustice which cannot be practically 
remedied except by force. If, therefore, after a full discussion 
and decision by impartial judges or a recommendation by 
earnest, sincere and equitable compromisers, a people still 
thinks that it must vindicate its rights by war, we do not 
attempt in this plan to prevent it by force. 


Thus the plan of the League is limited in its scope, and for that 
reason is more practical. It is the plan which, so far as sub- 
stantial backing is concerned, at present holds the field. The main 
point of interest when peace returns will be to discover how some 
such scheme can be put into operation. As we have said, the recoil 
from war—or, to put it more positively, the moral force in favour 
of peace and against the continuance of militarism—should go far 
in this direction. We may fitly conclude with the recent declara- 
tion of President W1ison (Times, 5th inst.) :— 

The nations of the world must unite in joint guarantees 
that whatever is done that is likely to disturb the whole world’s 
life must first be tested in the court of the whole world’s 
opinion before it is attempted, and the United States must be 
ready to join in the guarantee and back it by her whole force 
and influence. A settled and secure peace can be made sure of 
in no other way when the present war is over. 








Reviews. 


The Annual Practice, 


[ux ANNUAL Practice, 1917: Betnc A COLLECTION OF THE STATUTES, 
OrperRs AND Rutes RELATING TO THE GENERAL PRACTICE, PROCEDURE, 
AND JURISDICTION OF THE SupREME Court, witH Notes, Forms, &c. 
By J. B. Marruews, one of His Majesty’s Counsel; Richarp WHITE, 
a Master of the Supreme Court; and Francis A, STRINGER, of the 
Central Office, Royal Courts of Justice. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 25s. net. 

There have been during the year comparatively few changes in 
practice of a general nature. The chief additions which the editors 
have had to make are in the section devoted to Courts (Emergency 
Powers) Legislation and the Practice thereunder, and this has 
been brought up to date and forms a useful guide to a depart- 
ment of practice which in the nature of things can be only of 
temporary importance. In the R.S.C. the most interesting change 
has been the addition to ord. 11, r. 1, of paragraph (h), which 
allows service out of the jurisdiction in mortgage actions relating 
to personal property situate within the jurisdiction, thus rendering 
obsolete several cases, of which the latest is Hughes v. Oxenham 
(1913, 1 Ch. 254). And there is the new form of ord. 63, r. 4, 
repeating the former provision as to the vacations in the courts 
and offices—as distinguished from the sittings of the courts—and 
making permanent provision for the trial of actions in the King’s 
Bench Division in the Long Vacation. In Part IV., “ Additional 
Notes on Procedure,”’ the part relating to lunatics has been 
amplified by a statement of practice in the office of the Masters 
in Lunacy with respect to Lunatics, Persons of Unsound Mind, 
and Mental Defectives, written by Mr. R. C. Romer, of that 
department, and this includes a schedule of forms. There has 
been during the year no hint of any redrafting of the rules 
generally, so as to avoid the difficulties and inconsistencies to which 
attention has been called; but it must be admitted that the times 
are not propitious for an undertaking of this kind. That is one of 
the burdens which, with many others, is relegated to the future. 
Meanwhile no care appears to have been omitted to make the 
Annual Practice a reliable, if a somewhat bulky, guide for the new 
legal year. 





Chancery Practice. 
Pornts or CHancery Practice. By RicHarp Wutrte, a Master in the 
Chancery Division. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 3s. 6d, net. 
In a condensed form this book formed the subject of a lecture, 
which we reported at the time, given on 21st March of this year 
to the Solicitors’ Managing Clerks Association. Master White has 
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lecture 


undertaken the useful task of amplifying the 
it permanent. He enumerates the seven ways « 





and maku 


f commencing an the Germans were to land or 


that if 
and a 


uld suggest for a 


attempt 


necessary to do § No on \“ moment 


to land on our coast 


action or matter in the Chancery Division, but by far the n battle took place on English soil, the bodies of any of them killed 
important are those by writ of summons or originating summon tld 3 be buried until an inquest had been held on them. 
and to these the greater part of the book is devoted Phe bo When Hartlepool was bombarded soldiers as well as civilians lost 
would have been more useful if these two headings had been furt] their lives, but we never heard of any-inquest. 
subdivided, or if the reader had been directed to particular ] I tld » fi her and su st that the bodies of any persons, 
by marginal notes However good the matter of a book may b enemies British subject ing their death on English 
its utility depends very lar; upon the ease with wh t yan act of war t ie within the law requiring 
reader can get to what he is in search of. The student 1 rea | t it are impliedly excepted from the Coroners Act 
and digest the whole with profit, but the practitioner Is usua \lread not surprised read letters and remarks in the 
» hurry and wants to get to his destination iation on a] tinting of such inquests as bringing the law into con 
which has cropped up in practice—-as rapidly a ble. Subj I un the Zi of to-da 
however, to this remark, Master Whi s book fu ! Li fu 1 | Hi. L. I 
and interesting statement of the course of pi ings in a Chances ( a) 
matter, distinguished according to the mode in which they a | oe is led erred to 
commenced. 
po : = ro t I Lim 
Book of the Week. ir put up w th oe a bres be = 
Criminal Appeal Cases.—Reports of Cases in the Court | ! L | edure of the Mudd x Coroner in holding an 
of Criminal Appeal, July 17, 18 and 28, 1916. Edited by Herman u f the Zeppelin wrecked near Potters Bar. 
Couen, Barrister-at-Law. Vol. 12, Part 4. Stevens & Haynes, 4s. Has | n t] iste of public time and money, to 
net. {This number is devoted to the Cusement trial. | | I i nee to jurors, most of whom 
la { ' nd ‘ on their businesses Perhaps he 
— : y | igh to expla what distinction he draws between 
he a » int u of an invading German Army and 
Correspondence. | dorided on alll ao feaeoeh die en cae ce ee 
wld no inquest on the crew killed in his district I infer 
The Retirement of Judges. ppatandpeatncita im nd am glad to think that there 
t ne coroner wh rees with what L believe to be the 
[To the Kdtior of the Solicitors’ Journal aml W*° Kly Repor t'.] ! ] It | n h tin that the Home Secretary 
Sir,—I1 read your encomiastic remarks on Vhillimere, L.J., on ' t] er | ! n 
his retirement, with great in st, but I think there was one fact ‘ 1 ComMMON SENSI 
connected with his retirement that he will not, on reflection, be he | fren ‘ ponmdent’s interesting letter has been 
proud of, and that is that he did not retire at the beginning rathe) ‘ Ep. N.S. | 
than at the end of the Vacation. 
If he gets his retiring allowance from 1 12th inst., and full 
pay for the period from ist of August last to 12th October instant Requisitioning of Buildings. 


[ dg not think that it is a pleasant way of terminating a judi 


career, and I hope the profession will agree with my vic 


not seem war economy that we hear so much oj ny rat 
Kk. 'T. HarGrayvs 
| There are, of course, other « nsidet l ns than economy wh 


make judicial changes just at men 


It «ls 


unadvisable, especially when counsel are promoted to the Bench 
Ep. S.J. | 
Inquests on Enemy Airship Crews. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly R p rte Pod 

Sir, There seems to be some difference of Opimion amon 
coroners as to their duty (if any) to hold an inquest upon tl 
bodie s of the crews of t Le ppel l { lestroyed u | 
the case of those brought down at Cuflley (tlertfordshire) an 
Potters Bar (Middl x) the corone: n to have thought tha 
the law required the holding of an inquest on the remains. In t 
case of the one destroye | near Bille iy (I X) tiv unty coron 
decided (and as L submit righ ) that is q un ry t 
hold any Inquest The law is contained in section 3 of the 
Coroners Act, 1887 (50 & 51 Vict. « (1), repealin a numil 
of earlier statutes from 3 Ed. 1, chaps. 9 and 10 on, and yn 
sumably re-enacting such of their provisions as were not at tl 
time obsolete. The section directs the coroner to hold an ing 
when “he is informed that the dead body of a person is ly 
within his jurisdiction, and there is reasonable cause to suspect 


has died either a violent or an 


that such person unnatural death 
or has died a sudden death of which the cause is unknown 

in such place or under such circumstances as to require an 
inquest in pursuance of any Act.”’ 

A coroner, however, has not in absolut ! oht i hold an riqu 

in every case in which he chooses to do so—perr Stephen, J in 
R. vy. Price 12 Q. B. D. 247 nl it ms clear that a certain 
amount of discretion must be left to him Under tion 9 a 
coroner may be fined for failing to comply with the provisions of 
the Act as to deliver f the inquisition, but o1 in the case f 
murder or manslaught { perusal of tl les the ea , 
statutes relating to « ney ivvests that the obiect of an i t 
has always been to ascertain the tru S f lent 
natural death, where it is unknown, and the nsequent detectior 
and punishment of any crime which iy | been tl , ( 
that death. The statute does not provide any exception in tl 
case of bodies of enemies killed by an act of w probably becaus 
it never eccurred to its framers that anyone uld imagine it wa 





lo the Editor of the 8 Weekly Reporter. | 


itors’ Journal and 


s \l y authoriti | n act vel envaged of late in 
premises for various purpose usually for billeting 
form of not used in this locality states peremp 

torily t p a required under the Defence of the 

Kt \ | ist | i 1 by a certain date, usually within 
does not st the pur] for which the premises are 

required, and that th vn has no option in the matter. 

I net find that the military authorities have any power to 

tt vner’s consent except under 
| 4 | Def I Realm Reculations Consoli 
s rel ‘ here for tl purpose of 
! fe t} defence of the Realm it is 
“ these worls should be construed 
f ! l they be stretches Ll to include 
{ f ! nl | town, except perhaps in well 
i ! ivil riot 
I f 1 1 { to keep abt of legislation 
| itd he it] live if y ul 
1 j i 1 ! ul thes othe section 
! I tion of the military authorities either 
! perty ¢« n the case of semi 

( ] Cort Pra PIONEE 

I te be 1 | Zu ( 60 Soniecrrors’ 

J " oO } the widest 1 ssible powers 

nt the Real is at stake, and 
r the n that Revulat 2 (b) authorizes 

t} n to h ’ pondent refers We are not aware 

( n int ! ' ! \ ( pensation, see our com- 
| 0S i Jory in, p. 774) on the teport 


{ Defer f 4] Realm J es ( j mn Ep. S.J.) 


| j ( l { sir | 
f | ( t t belliverent 
' | ! ‘ ! ' pre enute | 
( H \ { Ambassador at 
Ys | he ' nted to almost all 
7 P y Rey have » far been 
| ted St d fr Denmark, but T regret that 
rther stat nt in tl matter beyond referring 
fember to t ' ret 1 to the hon. Member for the 

LD) 1 the 11 t 


8 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. Oct. 21, 1916 





CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


JONES +. JONES AND WIFE, 29th and 30th May; Ist June; 
28th July. 
Stanper—ImpuraTion or ImMorALITY AGAINST SCHOOLMASTER—WoORDS 
Nor SeoKeN or Him in HIS VocaTion—No Spectra DAMAGE PLEADED- 
Nor ACTIONABLE WITHOUT PROor or SpectaL DAMAGE. 


In the absence of evidence of special damage, a schoolmaster 1s not 
entitled to maintain an action for slander imputing to him moral mis- 
conduction, if such imputation is not obviously directed to his position 
as a schoolmaster. 

Decision of Court of Appeal (60 SoLIciTors’ JOURNAL, 140; 1916, 1 
AK. B, 351) afhrmed., 

Appeal by the plaintiff from an order of the Court of Appeal which 
reversed a Judgment entered for him in an action of slander tried before 
Lush, J., and a common jury, and directed judgment to be entered 
for the defendants. The plaintiff was a certified teacher, and was head 
master of Llidiardau county school. He held that position under an 
agreement which was determinable on a term’s notice or immediate 
notice upon good cause shewn. The slander complained of was that 
the female defendant, who was the wife of the male defendant, falsely 
and maliciously spoke and published of the plaintiff in relation to his 
profession words imputing habitual misconduct with Mrs. R., a married 
woman employed by the cleaner of the school. No special damage 
was alleged or proved. The questions left to the jury, with their 
answers, were these :—(1) Were the words spoken by the female 
defendant of the plaintiff imputing moral misconduct between the 
plaintiff and Mrs. R.?—Yes. (2) Were the words spoken of him in 
the way of his calling—that is, in such a way as to imperil the reten- 
tion of his office?—Yes. (3) Did they impute that he was unfit to hold 
his office?—Yes. Damages £10. On these findings Lush, J., gave 
judgment for the plaintiff. The Court of Appeal held that the imputa 
tion was not connected with the plaintiff's office, and was therefore not 
actionable without proof of special damage. 

THe Hovse (Viscount Hatpans, Lords SuMNER, PARMOOR and WREN 
nuRY), having taken time for consideration, dismissed the appeal upon 
the same ground as the Court of Appeal, and expressed the opinion 
that to hold to the contrary would be an extension of the law of slander, 
as well established by such cases as Ayre v. Cravin (2 A. & E. 2) and 
Alexander v, Jenkins (1892, 2 Q. B. 797), and that that must be done 
by the Legislature and not by decision 

Lord WrensBury, in the course of his judgment, pointed out that, 
setting aside the case of a slander actionable by statute under the 
Slander of Women Act, 1891, there were only three heads within some 
one of which the plaintiff must bring his case—namely, (1) imputation 
of crime, (2) imputation of a contagious disease tending to exclude 
the plaintiff from society, and (3) imputation against the plaintiff in 
the way of his office, profession or trade, or which would touch him 
in the way of his office, profession or trade. The present case was 
sought to be brought under the third head. For himself, he failed to 
see any imputation against the plaintiff under head (3). What had 
most pressed upon his lordship was that counsel for the defendant 
aimitted at the trial that the imputation would endanger the plaintiff’s 
position. He admitted (to use his own expression) that ‘“‘ undoubtedly 
a public authority would remove him (the plaintiff) just as it would 
remove any other of its servants.”’ His point was not that the im 
putation would not injure him, but that it was not said of him in his 
profession of a scheolunaster. In consequence of his admission the 
plaintiff abstained from illing evidence upon this point In these 
circumstances it was doubtful whether it was open to the jury to find 
as they did and whether the only point left was not whether the 
absence of the colloquium was necessarily fatal. That was a point re 
quiring ‘ rreful considerat'on However, as their lordships did not 
attach the importance which he did to this aspect of the case, he should 
not press his view to the extent of differing from the motion dismissing 
the appeal.—Counset, for the appellant, Sir Robert Finlay, K.C., 
Montgomery, K.C., 7. EB. Morris, and A, A. Thomas; for the respon 
dents, (reer, K.C., atid Artemus Jones. Sortcrrors, Baker d: Nairne ; 
kthys, Roberts, & Co., for Lloyd George & George, Criccieth. 

(Reported by Ensuxtne Rarp, Barrister-at-law.] 


Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council. 


In the Matter of THE 8S. ST. HELENA. PHOSPHATE MINING CO, v. 
ST. ENOCH SHIPPING CO. (LIM.). 12th July; Ist August. 


Prize Court—GeENERAL JuRISDICTION—ALL INcrpENTAL Matrers Re- 
LATING TO Setzvure In Prize—Carco—Retrase—ActTIoNn FOR FREIGHT 
FreicHtT NOT EARNED—SUBSEQUENT Motion To Prize Court—OrpDER 
Directinc PAYMENT OF A Sum IN Ltev or FreicutT—Orper in Errectr 
VARYING CONTRACTUAL RELATIONS INTER PARTIES JURISDICTION To 
MAKE SUCH ORDER, 
Contraband goods wera shipped before the war on a British steamer 
by an American firm for delivery c.i.f. at Hamburg to a German firm. 





On 7th August, 1914, the ship, then off the Lizard, was told that war 
had been declared. The voyage to Hamburg was at once abandoned, 
and the vessel proceeded to Manchester. She there discharged her 
cargo, which consisted (inter alia) of phosphate rock. This was seized 
as prize, removed to Runcorn, and placed in the custody of the Man- 
chester Ship Canal Co. on account of the Marshal. The Marshal's 
substitute subsequently wrote to the shipowners that he was satisfied 
that the property under the bills of lading remained in the consignors, 
and that the goods would be released to them; and on the strength of 
this letter the canal company delivered the phosphate rock to the 
appellants against deposit in the usual way of the amount claimed 
by the shipowners for freight. The shipowners then sued the appellants 
in the King’s Bench Division for freight, but the action was dismissed 
on the ground that they had failed to earn the freight, as the goods had 
not been delivered at Hamburg. The shipowners then moved in the 
Prize Court, and Sir Samuel Evans, P., made an order declaring that 
the shipowners were entitled to claim in respect of the carriage of the 
goods, and the amount was referred ta the Registrar of Merchants. 

Held, that such an order was ultra vires. Jt was clear as a matter of 
contract that no freight was payable, and the shipowners, therefore, to 
succeed had to establish that, according to the law as administered in 
Prize Courts, they were entitled to some compensation in lieu of 
freight. It was no part of the function of the Prize Court to alter 
the contractual relations between the ship and cargo owners, and this 
would be the result of allcwing such compensation. 

Decision of Sir Samuel Evans, P. (1 7'reherne P. C. 618), reversed. 

Appeal from a judgment or order of Sir Samuel Evans, P., sitting in 
prize, whereby he decided that he had jurisdiction to deal with the 
respondents’ claim to be paid freight in respect of the carriage of a 
part cargo of phosphates, and that they were entitled to claim freight, 
and referred the matter to the Registrar to report as to the amount 
thereof. The appeal was heard before Lords Parker, SuMNER, Par- 
mMooR and WrensBuRY, and the considered decision of their lordships 
was given by 

Lord Parker, who said the jurisdiction of the Prize Court 
attached in every case in which there had been a seizure in 
prize, and in executing this jurisdiction the Court could, and would, 
deal with all incidental matters, including questions of freight or com 
pensation in iieu of freight. In the present case the goods in question 
were seized on 12th August, 1914. When war was declared on 4th 
August, 1914, U'he St. Helena was on a voyage from Tampa and Galves- 
ton to Bremen and Hamburg with a cargo (inter alia) of phosphate 
rock, deliverabie under bills of lading at Hamburg to the order of the 
appellants, an American company. She arrived at the Lizard on 7th 
August, and, having been informed of the outbreak of war, abandoned 
her voyage, which had become unlawful, and proceeded to Manchester 
There she discharged part of her cargo, consisting of cotton and grain. 
The phosphate rock was seized as prize, and as it was to be delivered 
to two German companies under certain contracts c.i.f. at Hamburg, 
it was removed to Runcorn, where i* was put into the custody of 
the Manchester Ship Canal Co. on account of the Marshal. The 
Marshal’s substitute, however, wrote to the appellants that he was 
satisfied that the property in the phosphate rock still remained in the 
appellants and would be released to them. The canal company, on 
the strength of this letter, delivered the rock to the appellants against 
deposit in the usual way of the amount claimed by the ship for freight. 
The respondents, the shipowners, sued to enforce their claim for freight, 
but the action was dismissed on the ground that they had failed in 
their contract, which was to carry the goods to Hamburg. The re 
spondeuts thereupon applied by motion to the Prize Court, and the 
President made an order declaring that the respondents were entitled 
to claim in respect of the carriage of the goods, and referred the claim 
to the registrar and merchants for report. The view their lordships 
took of that order was that it allowed the motion and referred the 
question of amount only to the registrar and merchants. On that view 
the question now for decision was whether that order was right. In 
their lordships’ opinion it was quite clear that as a matter of contract 
no freight was payable, for the goods had not been carried to their 
port of destination. In order to succeed, therefore, the respondents 
had to establish that, according to the law administered in the Prize 
Courts, they were entitled to some compensation in lieu of freight. It 
was no part of the function of the Prize Court to alter the contractual 
relations between the ship and cargo owner, and this would be the only 
result of allowing such compensation. The appeal would be allowed, 
with costs there and below.—Counset, for the appellants, A. A. Roche 
and R. A. Wright; for the respondents, Inskip, K.C., and Raeburn. 
Sortcrrors, W. A. Crump & Son; Lowless & Co. 

[Reported by Ensurnz Rarp, Barristeratlaw.] 





Court of Appeal. 


WITHERS v. LONDON, BRIGHTON AND SOUTH COAST RAILWAY 
CO. No.1. 24th and 25th July. 

Worxkmen’s Compensation—Insury To Tuump—Inasmity To Return 
ro Work For Lona Perton—NevurRASTHENIA AND DEPRESSION SUPER 
VENING—SvIcipe or WorKMAN—WoORKMEN’s CompeNsaTion Act, 1906 
(6 Ep. 7, c. 58), Scnepute I. (1). 

An engine-driver severely injured his thumb while at work. The 
wound refused to heal properly for a long time, and the man began to 
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suffer from increasing neurasthenia and depression, ending in delusions 
indicative of insanity, and, although the wound eventually almost 
healed, he ultimately committed suicide The medical evidence was that 
the neurasthenia was directly due to the injury and the enforced idl 
ness resulting from vt. 

Held, that the county court qudge was right in holding that it was not 
proved to his satisfaction that death resulted’ from the injury. 

There is no sound distinction between ** legal 
might be a defence tv an indictment for crime, 
‘*medical’’ insanity. « 


insanity, such as 
and ordinary oF 


Appeal by dependants from an award of the county court judge at 
Southwark. The deceased workman, Withers, was an engine-driver in 
the company’s service, and on 26th October, 1915, severely injured his 
thumb while repairing the brake of his engine The wound became 
septic, and refused to heal for a long time About Christmas, when it 
had almost healed, it broke out afresh lower down. Withers had been 
unable to return to work, and after this time he began to suffer from 
neurasthenia and depression, which increased the longer he stayed away 
from work. By 3rd March, when he went to see his doctor, his thumb 
had almost healed, but he was profoundly affected with melancholia, 
suffered from delusions, and thought he would never be able to return 
to work. The next day he seemed rather more cheerful, but after 
dinner he walked to Battersea Park Station, and, seeing a Brighton 
express approaching, threw himself in front of it and was instantly 
killed. A verdict of suicide whilst insane was returned at the inquest 


the county court judge at Bow, Middlesex. The deceased was employed 
by the respondents as a carpenter, and was at work on the day of the 
accident in November, 1915, on the barge Forward, which was lying 
in the India Docks. He left off work at about 8 p.m., when the docks, 
owing to lighting restrictions, were practically in complete darkness, 
and, while crossing a bridge on top of one of the lock gates on his way 
out, missed his tooting and fell into the docx ind was drowned 
Che docks were entirely enclosed by walls, with gates in them at certain 
points, and the general public had no free access to them, but all 
workmen employed on vessels inside them came in and went out by the 
leence of the Port of London Authority, which controlled them 
The county court judge held that the employment had ceased when 
the accident happened, and the applicant appealed. Cur. adv. vult 
{He Courr allowed the appeal 
Lord Cozens-Harpvy, M.R having stated the facts, proceeded : 
Chere were, he thought, two propositions established by the authorities : 
1) The employment of a workman did not begin until he had left and 
did not end until he had reached a public road. While on the road 
vas exercising his right as a member of the public, and not any 
right arising out of his contract of employment; (2) when the work- 
man was on the employer’s land he would be a trespasser but for hia 
mtract of employment, and he was within the protection of the Act, 
though the accident might happen when he was only going to or re 
turning trom his work (Gane \ ton Fill Collier i 0 1yu9, 2 K. B 


| 539), and especially the judgment of Farwell, L.J., in that case. The 


The county court judge thought there was nothing to shew he was | 


‘legally insane’’ and incapable of understanding the nature of his act, 
and could not find that it was proved that the injury was the cause of 
his mental breakdown. The dependants appealed 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., having stated the facts, pro eeded : 
Counsel for the appellants could not go so far as to ask for an award 
in their favour on the evidence, but only for a new trial. It had been 
said that there was some doubt whether suicide could ever be the result 
of an accident, but his lordship had no doubt that it could. An acci 
dent might cause a lesion in the brain, leading directly to insanity and 
suicide. The law could not be better put than it was in the Scotch 
case of Malone v. Cayzer, Irvine, & Co. (1 B. W. C. C. 27), where the 
Sheriff-Substitute found that suicide could never ‘‘ result from the in 
jury,’ and the Court of Appeal reversed his decision. [His lordship, 
having quoted from the judgments of Lord Barry and Lord Kinnear, 
proceeded :] Applying the principle of law there laid down, it was not 
enough to prove that the man committed suicide some months after the 
accident ; it must be shewn that. the suicide was the result of the acci 
dent. Here there was no evidence of any injury to the man’s brain at 
all. But then it was said that the man had developed neurasthenia 
and melancholia by reason of the accident and his inability to resume 
work. The county court judge had somewhat confused himself in his 
judgment by drawing an unsound distinction between what he called 
“legal ’’ and ‘‘ medical’’ insanity, the former being such insanity as 
would be held to excuse a man from the consequences of a crime. Heé 
went on to say that all that was actually proved was that there was no 
insanity before the injury, that symptoms of neurasthenia began to 
develop some three or four months afterwards, and that the depression 
and subsequent delusions centred on the injury and it 
He did not think that proved that the injury was the cause of the 
mental symptoms. His lordship thought that was quite correct, and a 
finding with which the Court could not interfere. The distinction be 
tween medical and legal insanity did not affect that point and was not 


Ss consequences 


a misdirection. There must be some direct evidence to establish a com 
plete chain of causation between the accident and the suicide, and the 
medical evidence here was insufficient to do s I} ippeal must there 


fore be dismissed 


Pickrorp, L.J., said it was quite clear that the Court could not make 
an award in favour of the dependants: « t} juestion of a new trial 
he felt some doubt ut uild not dissent fror the other membe1 


of the Court 

WARRINGTON L.J ‘ vho observed that the question on which there 
had been some confusion—viz., 
insanitv—really never arose at all, delivered judgment in agreement 
with the Master of the Rolls Counsen. Pigqby Swift, K.C and 
Douglas Knocker; J. B. Matthews, K.C.. and P. Guedalla (for Harold 
Morris, serving in H.M. forces Sortcirors, Swepstone. Stone, Barher 


& Ellis; ¢ H. Brewer 


[Reported by H. Lanereap Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


vhether the suicide was the result of 


LONGHURST ~. JOHN STEWART & SON (1912) {(LIM.). No.1 
7th, 18th. and 29th July 
WORKMEN's COMPENSATION—“‘ In THE COURSE OF THE EMPLOYMENT 
ACCIDENT TO WORKMAN AFTER LEAVING WorK IN Dock PoINtT 
WHERE EMPLOYMENT BEGINS AND TERMINATES—PwuBLIC ACCESS 
WoORKMEN’s COMPENSATION Act, 1906 46 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 1 (1) 








1 workman employed on a vessel lying in the docks left his worl 
after dark:, and, while proceeding home through the docks, fell into the 
water and was drowned. The public had no access to the docks 

Field, that the employment must he deemed to commence when he 
entered, and terminate when he left, the dack qaates, and theretore the 
accident arose out of and in the course of it 

Cook vr. Owners of s.s. Montreal (6 B. W. C. C. 20) d 


Appeal by applicant, the widow of workman, from an award of 


present ise Was not exactly within the terms of the second proposition, 
because the docks were not the property of the employers, but in 
principle his lordship thought the proposition covered the present 
cast Longhurst was rightly in the dock, not as a member of the 
public, but solely by virtue of his contract of employment and of the 
permission granted through his employers to pass through the dock to 
the barge and return. In his lordship’s opinion the employment began 
when he entered the dock gates and continued until he left the gates 
and reached a public road. The accident therefore occurred in the 
course of the employment, and it could not be doubted that it arose 
out of the employment. The county court judge held that when Long 
hurst reached the quay the result was the same as if he had reached 
the high road. In Cook v. Owners of Vontreal (6 B. W. C. C. 20) 
the Court held that a discharged sailor who had left his ship and reached 
a dolphin could not claim compensation. But there it was assumed 
by everybody that the public had access to the dolphin and the quay 
vdjoining, which was indistinguishable from the adjacent public road 
That case could not be regarded as an authority in the pres@ht one, 
vhere it was proved that the public had no right within the dock, and 
t had been explained in the same way by Lord Haldane in Webber vy 
Wanshrough Paper Co. (1915 \. C. 51), where he referred to the 
dolphin as a structure to which the public had access In his lord 
ship's opinion the decision of the learned judge could not be sup 
ported, and an award must be made in favour of the appellant, and the 
ise referred back to the county court ] idge to ascertain the dependants 
ind the amount of the compensation 
Pickrorp and Warrinoton, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same 
t ‘ r observing that the workman was, by reason of his 
ment in the docks, exposed to dangers which the general publi: 


t el inter { N SEI Nhukes pee floll Walker, 
In .f nd Duckworth SoLicirors, i Carpenter d Sone; Pattinson 
( /reuw 
[Reported by H, Lanerorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


MORRISON & CO, v. SHAW, SAVILL & ALBION CO. (LIM.), 


No. 2. 24th, 25th, and 28th July 


SH. Né Britt or Lapin | VIATIOS EXCEPTION oF Kit ENEMIES 
SHip § c BY TorP? fora, Loss or Sure anp ( LIABILITY 
OF St ‘ I 
Th } , i y go ? l from New Zealand 
/ / } / ! Pokomaru Phe bill f la » had 
j iD elu New Z / if fol wnd 
/ f 1 Wot fib f ‘ u y fo 
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Pet Reggreter patra capt) Clouse 
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dur / / ) pol ( / / doing to 
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/ fr rward ft f th owner ‘ pense hut at 
/ The ex ri pled th Kay j mite 
R i} L the hip ‘ / qu ntily of frozen meat for del very 
}] f Nhe lon the direct course tro Vew Zealand to London 
F ‘ ( yu , wher te turned off and went towarde 
Hf et reaching H é he w torpedoed by a German sub 
» and cargo é tally lost Havi was not one if 
} ] yf } hay he defendants’ line In an action by the 
tt J pt] } ‘ 17 peer th ’ f t the woot 
Held. 4} ¢ | ) a qu n of fact in ¢ h ca whether any par- 
ul r f fermeduat port vithin the meaning of a bill 
} / lhache. J u r ght in deciding that Havre waa not an 
ed 0 and there re in making for Havre th chip deviated 
Rs mage. and the defendant therehy lost the benefit of the 
P the hill # lading, and having hroken their contract of 
J ntiffs u fled to Te 





athrrmud 


1916, 1 A. B. 747 


i Bailhache, J 
Appeal by the defendants from a judgment of Bailhache, J., who 
Che plaintiffs sought damages 


tried the t as a mmercial ruse 
for breach of ntract and breach of duty im and about the carriage of 
153 bales of vl by the defendant Tokomaru from New Zealand 
to Londo They were the dorsees and holders of two bills of lading 
unde: hich the wool shipped for London Each bill was in the 
#amne 1, and of even date, and had written in the margin the words, 
** Direct service between N Zealand and London,’’ and it was stated 
that the goods were shipped per s.s. Z’okomaru, ‘‘ now lying in the port 
of Napier, N.Z., and bound for London, with tu st liberty to pro 
ceed to and stay at any ports or places in New Zealand, in any order 
or rotation, ‘‘and bound ibject to the before-mentioned liberties) on 
finally leaving New Zealand for London, and with liberty on the way 
to London to call and stav at my intermediate port or ports to discharge 
or take on board passengers, ca coal or other supplies, with per- 
missior f desired Por he ERs to call t Rio de Janeiro and/or 
Monte Video, and r La Plat The goods were delivered 
subject to all the above libertx » deviate, and to the exceptions and 
conditions at toot hereof, in like good order and condition at the Port of 
London One of the exceptions in the bill of lading was that of ‘‘ the 
King’s enemies The Tokomaru \oaded some frozen meat for carriage 
to France and started for Londor Ihe ordinary route for steamers of 
this line was vri@é Cape Horn to Monte Video, thence to Teneriffe or 
Madeira, and from there to London direct At Teneriffe the captain 
was ordered to proceed to Havre, and there discharge the frozen meat. 
That was the first time that a vessel of this line sailing from New 
Zealand for London had been instructed to call at Havre, which was 
not one of the defendants’ usual ports of call The routes to London 


and the calling at Havre added 
When eight miles from Havre 
1915, by a German sub- 


and Havre diverged near the ( asquets, 


about sixty-eight miles to the journey. 
The Tokomaru was torpedoed, on Mth January 


marine, and ship and cargo became a total loss At that date the 
torpedoing by a submarine s quite unexpected Bailhache, J.. gave 
judgment for the plaintiff At the close of the arguments judgment 
vas reserved 

SWINFEN Eapy L..J i ng judgment iid that Bailhache, J.. 
held that by going to Havre The Tokomaru had deviated from her 
ordinary route, that the defendants could not rely upon the exception 
of Kin enemies He agreed with that de sion Havre was not an 

ntermediate port ’ on the homeward oyage of The Tokomaru t 
Lonudor® Therefore r makin fe Havre was a deviation from her 
vovage md the defendants thereby lost the benefit of the exceptions in 
the bill of lading, and as they were breaking their contract, and could 
not show that the loss must have occurred, whether The T’okomaru had, 
when she reached the Casquet, gone direct to Tondon or to Havre, as 
she did, they could not, as carriers, rely upon the exception of King’s 
enemies 

Purttrwore and Bankes LJ ive judgment to the like effect 


Appeal dismissed, with costs.—Counsexr, for the appellants, Sir Maurice 
iil, KA wid Paehurr for the respondents, MacKinnon, K.C.. and 
R.A.W pht Sonicrrors. Parker. Garrett, & ¢ Ince. Colt. Ince. a 
Roscvue 


[Reported by Exsxine Reip, Barrister-at-law ) 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re PLATT. SYKES v. DAWSON. 20th and 2ist July. 
Wiit—Annvuitry—Pavyas_e our or Income or Setritep SHarr—TRvustess’ 

Riecnt tro Retain Surptvus Income To meer Possiste Dericiency 1N 

FUTURE 

An annuity i fixed am unt, payable aut of the entire income of a 
share of residue, the balance of such income of such share accruing to 
the other shares, though it is an annuity any deficiency whereof in one 
year would have to be made up out of the income of any subsequent 
year, t@ not necessarily an annuity in respect of which truatees are 
entitled to retain the surplus income of a past year for the purpose of 
meeting a possible de ficienc y of income tina future year; and accord 
ingly, after satisfying the claime of the annuity up to date, the reat 
should be distributed as directed by the will 

This was an originating summons asking (inter alia) whether on the 
true construction of the will trustees were entitled to retain the surplus 
for the purpose of meeting any possible deficiency 
were bound to distribute the surplus 
ncome in each year under the trusts declared in favour of the several 
daughters of the testator and their children. The testator directed hi 
to divide his residuary estate into six shares and to hold three 
of them upon trusts, corresponding with those declared of certain real 
ettled, and to hold two of the other sixth 


Sargant, J. 


income of a past year 
of income in a subsequent year, o 


trustec 


estate, which had been 

shares upon trusts for a son and a daughter and their children, respec 
tively, and to hold the remaining sixth share upon trust in the events 
which happens = t of the income of the same one-sixth share to pay 


during her life an annuity of £1.000, in addition to any 
other annuity or annuities bequeathed to her by this my will. or any 
codicil hereto, and, subject thereto, to permit the same share and the 
income thereof to devolve under the provisions for accruer next herein 
after contained ; and I declare that, in case the trusts hereinbefore’ de 


to mv wif 


lared of any one or more of the three last-mentioned one-sixth shares of 
my residuary estate shal] fail or determine. the same share or shares and 
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any additional share which may accrue, and be added thereto, by virtue 
of this present proviso, and the income thereof respectively shall go and 
accrue by way of addition to the others or other of the same shares of 
my residuary estate, and if more than one in equal shares and pro- 
portions, and shall be held upon the like trusts and with and subject 
to the like powers and provisions or as near thereto as circumstances 
will admit, but not so as to increase the annuity hereinbefore provided 
for my said wife in case the same shall become payable.”’ The 
testator’s residuary estate consisted largely of preference and ordinary 
shares and debentures in a certain limited company which the trustees 
were entitled to retain. The dividend on the ordinary shares had been 
reduced since the war, byt so long as the present dividend continued 
to be paid the last-mentioned one-sixth share was sufficient to pay the 
annuity and leave a surplus, but if it were materially reduced there 
would be a deficiency. 

Saroant, J., after stating the facts, said : It is quite clear that, under 
the terms of the gift, the annuity is not dependent upon the income of 
any particular year proving sufficient for its payment, but it is to be 
paid out of the entire income of the share during the life of the 
annuitant, and probably, according to recent decisions on the point, is 
also charged upon capital, though I am not going so to decide against 
the remaindermen upon this summons; and therefore it is certain that 
a deficiency in any year would at least have to be made up out of 
income in any subsequent year; but it does not follow that trustees are 
therefore entitled to retain the surplus income of a past year for the 
purpose of meeting a possible deficiency of income in a future year. 
The question is whether, in the language of this gift, the words 
subject to’’ mean subject to as at the time of payments of the 
annuity, or subject to the satisfaction of the annuity down to the death 
of the annuitant. In my opinion the former is the true meaning, and 
though the point is one of doubt, and one on which there appears to be 
no direct authority, I am of opinion that the income of the share, after 
satisfying the claims of the annuitant up to that date, ought to be 
distributed in the way directed by the will, and not retained and accu- 
mulated by the trustees to meet any possible future deficiency of income ; 
but this is without prejudice to the right of the trustees to retain any 
income should any immediate deficiency be at any time anticipated.— 
Counset, Gurdon; Leverson; B. A. Hall; Stamp. Soricrtors, Gadsden 


d& Penne father 


[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barriester-et-Law.] 





King’s Bench Division. 


STEVENS (Surveyor of Taxes) AND BOUSTEAD & CO. 
Lith July. 
Revenup—Income Tax—Brancu Bustnesses ABROAD—ANNUAL VALUB 
Depuction or From Prorrrs—Income Tax Act, 1842 
35), s. 100, Scuepute D. 


Atkin, J. 


or PREMISES 

5 & 6 Vict. c. 

Persons who carry on business in the United Kingdom, and are 
assessed under Schedule D of the Income Tax Acts upon the profits of 
branch businesses abroad, are entitled to deduct the annual value of the 
premises on which these businesses are carried on, as if such premises 
were situate in the United Kingdom. 

Russell v. Town and County Bank (13 App. Cas. 418) applied, 


Case stated by the Commissioners for General Purposes of the Income 
Tax Acts for the city of London. The Commissioners on 12th Novem- 
ber, 1914, discharged an assessment to income tax, under Schedule D 
of the Income Tax Acts, made upon Boustead & Co., but stated a case 
for the opinion of the Court for the purpose of appeal by the Surveyor 
of Taxes. Boustead & Co., the respondents, carry on business at 
Singapore and Penang, their head premises being in the city of London. 
Their claim was to deduct, as an expense, the annual value of these 
business premises owned and occupied by them in Singapore and 
Penang, where part of the profits were made on which the assessment 
was based. It was not disputed by the Surveyor of Taxes that if the 
annual value of those premises had been the rental paid in the United 
Kingdom, that amount would have been allowed as a deduction or 
expense. But he contended that as the respondents had not to pay 
Schedule A duty under the Income Tax Acts on their premises in 
Singapore or Penang, they ought not to be allowed any deduction in 
respect of the rental value of the premises for the purposes of their 
business. He also contended that the same proposition was supported 
by section 9 of the Finance Act, 1898 (61 & 62 Vict. c. 10). This 
section provides that ‘‘ Where, in estimating the annual profits or gains 
arising or accruing from any profession, trade and chargeable 
to income tax under Schedule D of the Income Tax Act, 1853, any sum 
is deducted on account of the annual value of the premises used for 
the purpose of such profession, trade the sum so deducted 
shall not exceed the amount of the assessment of the premises for 
the purpose of income tax under Schedule A to the said Act as reduced 
for the purpose of collection under section 35 of the Finance Act, 1894.” 
The Commissioners found that the annual value of the premises, which 
were used exclusively for business purposes, was an expenditure neces- 
sary for earning the receipts for the year in question, and that this 
annual value was at least the amount claimed as a deduction. They 
discharged the assessment, and the Surveyor of Taxes appealed. 

Atkin, J., in his judgment, said there was no question that the re- 
spondents were rightly assessed on the profits of their business at 
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UB Singapore and Penang; the question ‘was whether the annual value of | Asquith, then on active service); for the respondents, Duke, K.C., and 
42 those premises could be deducted. He thought it was quite plain that | 1). (ogy. Soricrrors, 8 tor to the Inland Revenue; Thompson 

the assessment in this case was in respect of the profits or gains, | ( f tJ 
_ arising or accruing to the respondents from their trade carried on els« Reverted by G. H. Kworr, Barrister-at-Law. ] 
of where than in the United Kingdom. Therefore the sole question he h id 
he to determine was whether, in estimating the profits or gains arising or — 
ses accruing to the respondents from their trade, the r spondents t 

entitled to deduct the amount of the annual value of their business pre if » 

mises. He had to start with giving, as far as the statute allowed, th N CW Orders, &c. 

ordinary reasonable commercial meaning of profits or gains: Usher's 
= Wiltshire Brewery vy. Bruce (59 Soxicrrors’ Journan, 144; 1915, War Orders and Proclamations, &c, 
m- A. C. 433). Unless there were some express prohibition in the Act he , eas : ' 
D should have no doubt but that the annual value of the business pre ‘ — th October contains the following 
aS€ mises would be a proper item to be charged against income of trade I wpPpoun , dated 10th October, of a Royal Commission to 
yor But apart from that, he thought he was bound to hold this by the | inquire into th pply of wheat and flour, The material part is printed 
at authority of Russell vy. Town and County Bank (1888, L. R. 13 App. | below 
on. Cas. 418), where it was held that the bank was entitled, in estimating Oo A P P ‘ P , ) 

( alt , tpt ne { e Appeal Tribunals under the 
eso its profits, to deduct the annual value of the bank premises in which | ,,-);, \ 19 ete | ” ( ‘ 
nd the business was carried on, and in a portion of which the bank D . oN Wi b . 
ent manager resided. It was said, however, that these cases were only age ane Ae ae) ss 
the applicable to businesses carried on in this country. But the terms of 3. A \d uty .N 0 Ma BAN 1123 of the year 191 
red Schedule D extend to businesses in this country or elsewhere ; no distin dated If October, relat to I ind, South Coast. The regulation 
or tion is made in the rules between them, and tl ere can be no reason s mace urd t Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations 
ay for making any distinction as to where the business is carried on, | 1914 i ision of N 49 of 1916. 
in Rule 2 of the first and second cases in the Act of 1842 may, in fact, be | ] ‘ P 17% P a = 
in said to conclude the matter; but for the reasons already given it was ats en ne ee ee 
eir not necessary to rely on this rule. It was said by the Solicitor-General +. A Fore Office N dated 1/th October, that additions ot 
ted that the reason for allowing the annual value of the business premises | ‘ ections have been made to the ts published as a supplement to the 
his in this country was that they were chargeable already under Schedule A, | London Gazette of 14th August, 191¢ f persons to whom articles to 
ins and therefore the deduction should not be allow: i this case, where be exported to Cl 1 and Siam may be nsigned 
ble they were not chargeable at all. But the reasons given by the House 5. J e A Council Orders, dated 16th October (printed below) 
— of Lords for allowing the deduction had nothing to o> ‘with double ; , 
for taxation, and there was no ground for this reason “bei ng given when 6. A A i ye = . by oF the Ams 
ted none of the lords gave it, but, on the contrary, gave other reasons ‘ ¢ ' aon ' 1, & = 
for The only remaining point was under section 9 of the Finance Act, 189 ee = 
ced It by no means follows that, because a statute imposes a measure beyond 
4.” which the estimate may not go, it intends to provide that no sum dasegss _ 10, 1916 
ich to be deducted unless that measure of excess can be applied. It appears The KING has bee a Comn ler His 
"es- that the right way of reading that section is that the um shall net \lay lt il S Ml La W ff 
his exceed the amount for Schedule A; and, if there is no assessment undet = 
hey that Schedule, there is no limit provided. Nothing is to be found GEORGE Bul 

which compels it to be said that this deduction ought not to be made LORGE THE FIRTH the Grace of God, of the United Kingdom of 
~. 4 as it appears to be essential for arriving justly and truly at the profits Great Britain and Ireland and of the British Dominions beyond the 
a or gains of their business. Appeal dismissed.—Counses, for the Crown, Seas King, Defender of the Faith, to 


the appellant, Sir G Cave, 8.-G and Parr (for the late Raymond Our R lrusty and R t Well-beloved Cousin and Cownsello: 
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are not operative, and where the economy to be secured would be incon Tue Raw Materia 
siderable. I 
nm any process of manufacture, particularly of works of art, the 
_— reatest importance attached to the raw material out of which the 
: “ ? J ved article was to be } duced Now a bill of costs was a work 
Expired Exemptions. tf art, constructed according to well r nized canons. and its basi 
ae s : ' ' s material, consisted cts These might be classified thi 
The loca] tribunals,have been notified by the military authorities that don thin written by the practitioner in the course of the parti 

n future attested men wl have been granted temp rary exemption r | ine with whi ve bill is Concerned For tl nurnone 
will be required to rejo colours as soon as their certificates have L: » hill of cost a alee ntial that these fact Ronit 
expired. Hitherto they have been allowed a fortnight’s grace in whiel | | for the ¢ b aliintcnt it eared e the bil. ‘i 

: . . “ ' Lion « © yli, 1 
to arrange their affairs I t new rule they be \ ned a { , rf { / thas | he w rded. not only 
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: : : i r purpose e-prod interesting and valuable enough in 
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The Solicitors’ Managing Clerks Association, te Chois imate yememeration by feilers te eiteed UE 
THE MAKING OF A BILL OF COSTS. Thademigt spas, jer P round 
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On Tuesday evening a lecture on ‘‘ The Making of a Bill of Costs’’ ¢ mpr with « n the ors, With ile ay the 4 
was delivered by Master KinG to the members of the Associa y aT ind with a + er way, -seitindis bicled clevke, was 
tion in the Old Hall, Lincoln’s Inn. The chair was taken by Lord = 4} it eve vho did anvt} must put it dowr ttle teen 
Justice Bankes. done if both pr nal and accompanying clerk recorded the examina 
The lecturer said that he proposed te suggest som nsiderations « t bstract with the deeds and the time spent: but great difficult 

a practical nature in the making of a bill of costs. If he abstained f ea issumed that the other would make the entry. and 
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some older members of the prote S810) hom the stre or pre nt cu mtration » contractor who agreed « ) lump sum 7 without 
cumstances ¢ mpelled t vork without the ual trained assist " ! let 1 est ut 1a wid pr m lo ext would 
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! ‘ ‘ | been entirely su essful, theugh the par 
‘ t tial d or right defended must be considered in 
tain of obtaining those costs, charges and expenses 
t | ease xpenses and counsel’s fees—which were necessary or 
por But ticas resulted only in partial success, and then the 
I } ! sider, not the total cost of the proceedings, but 
, t of obtaining what he had in fact obtained, or of fighting 
le hich he had in fact succeeded. The practical ambiguity 
mpl rd event ’’ and “‘issue,’’ was, however, great. 
| An exee t m of an issue (in the restricted sense in whch it 
e t t t ed in ord. 65, 1 had been given by the Court of Appeal in 
tv. ich pat low Dering (1915, 1 K. B., p. 62), though its application by 
iges of first instan uypeared to have been im some cases less than 
} ! ! The d nan was fortunate in whose case the judge 
f , f had assented to the opinion that he ‘‘is the proper person 
t , her there is any separate issue upon which the unsuccessful 
1 pett | titled to! t Rush v. Rogers (1915), 1 K. B., p. 710); 
1 vided ‘ t was int sting to note that the learned 
| ! Ba J.) w t uthor of that opinion forthwith with 
| i ' ‘ w nuld be relieved from the responsibility 
! wad 
f I t metes and bounds of a bill of costs for delivery to an 
ful opponent were defined by the order or judgment under 
lial y al ; but for this purpose the whole of the order 
I 1. Nor could the order, either of the proceed- 
the order, be overlooked. Most of the diffi 
ae rcled 1 | Atlas Metal Co. v, Miller (1898, 2 Q. B. 500) 
f resolved if the fact were borne in mind that a claim is neces 
, to a counter-claim, and that the latter is by no means a 
nd , 1 5 ippendage to the former; while it was fairly safe to assume 
* ar &, | t und i prior direction in an order could not with 
‘ , f t tern | en by a later direction in _the same 
he i : ‘ ! And t t in who was preparing costs of issues, or 
’ bill + n wi ert » counter-clatm, would resolutely exclude 
Riad 266 wie tn the | which, but for the existence of the separate issues (fe Pollard, 
10 Bea , ) 2 W. N. 49), or the counter-claim ( ttlas Metal Co. v. Miller, 
, , ey | vould never ha been incurred. The lecturer also referred to 
roca , , ' 1 n of the bill of a party who was only one of several who 
expecta of tl | 1 been given only one set’’ of costs between them. ‘ 
| t deter | S iside these vexed questions of events and issues, of claim and 
| f rl} ‘ | him, the lecturer reminded his audience that progress to 
bil Paper | ultimate success in an tion was not always unchequered, and_ in 
hich he } dine | | a good deal d pen led on interlocutory applications. Bills 
: , | relating to these were subject to a good many accidents. They might 
, idated , b lled for in a hurry for immediate taxation, or might be forgotten 
her, till some d c revision of the draft bill revealed their 
<r nt ol ; atte: , * | ex nce, when it was too late to claim them from the opponent. Still 
, bead ‘ the costs of tl ipplication might have been reserved, and by 
a ' ! } of sélicitor or counsel not dealt with at the trial, and 
: ’ i Bri h National Premium Provident A zociation Vv. 
t ; to Ch. 531 The rushed bill was the bane of the bill 
; a. the same time the best test of the efficiency of the 
It was on these occasions that the work of a competent and 
f 1 


1 of the hill department, such as the lecturer had pre- 


a ribed, reall ! ed its value: thevch toe often, as in the 
ffi nt ] that value was neither perceived nor recog 
ed bill, t red But there wa e particular point of practical importance with 
paid | ea 1 It sometimes happened that an item or 
t ble ‘ t en vas 11 ikenly inserted in such a bill, and on taxation 
become so ft ’ lisallowed. not because it was improper in itself, but because it did 
WI the lial t happen to form part of the costs of that particular application. But 
me doubt as 1 t he iten mpriced in the interlocutory bill would have been in some 
1 on the main draft bill, and an item not recovered in respect 
properly pa f ti interlocutory costs for the reasons stated, but proper to be 
bet 1 =; n bill in the action. should be carefully and unmis 
1 K. B., p. 29 But tal h] reimetated in the main draft bill. Otherwise the items were in 
} j f being lost altogether. 
ra ke ol i 
Lands Clauses Act. | PREPARATION OF THE Brx 


lon the sect Having determined the form and ambit of the bill, the draftsman 
the ‘ parties liable } uld then proces r this purpose he would 


t sf a het we n ; 


ed to its actual preparation. F 


round | material—the ! lidated record, the 
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papers in the matter, counsel’s fee lists, witnesses’ accounts, in country 
cases the town agent's bill, or, where the bill is settled in town, the 
country client’s charges and (where they are available) the bills of 
opponents or other parties; and in Chancery cases the certificate of 
attendances, an invaluable document, too often neglected till the last 
moment. Thus armed he would proceed to scrutinize each item in the 
draft bill, and put to it one or more of the following questions :—(1) 
Is it chargeable? Under this head the draftsman might find entries 
which, though useful, were merely memoranda, and not chargeable at 
all. Other entries which, though chargeable, were not chargeable as 
they stood, but formed the material of some general charge, such as in- 
structions for brief. These would be set aside for subsequent consoli- 
dation, and the majority of them would ultimately be represented by 
‘* instructions for brief ’’; but as the legitimate constituents of this item 
were enumerated at length by Kekewich, J., in L. C. & D. Ry. v. S. E. 
Ry. (60 L. T. 752) he need merely remark that to collect all such items, 
price them fully, double the total, and insert the next highest round 
number of guineas in the bill, was to court both opposition and dis 
appointment. Again, there wer» items chargeable wholly or in part 
in some other bill than the one in preparation, and the loss of frac 
tions of such items through being mislaid was easy, yet they might 
constitufe the solicitor’s true profit. (2) Then there was the question 
**how much,”’ as to which the lecturer referred to his own book on 
costs, only giving the general recommendation that his hearers should 
not guess at the answer, but have some authoritative reason for the 
figure they set down. And (3) the draftsman should look again at 
each item for the purpose of seeing whether it was appropriate in form 
and supportable by available evidence. In form it must contain suffi 
cient statements ot fact to explain it to the lay client, with the assist- 
ance of a solicitor, or to a professional opponent. But with regard to 
disbursements his greatest care should be to secure a sufficient and 
dated voucher in respect of each and to comply with the terms of 
Regulation 29 A. 


REMUNERATION FOR DRAWING THE BILL. 


If there was litigation or quasi-litigation, there was a special, though 
exiguous, allowance for drawing which would appear in the bill (2 
National Bank of Wales, 1902, 2 Ch. 412); but there was none in 
respect of a bill for delivery to the solicitor’s own client (the lecturer 
supposed because the bill was taken to have been drawn more in the 
solicitor’s interest than in the client’s, a view from which he personally 
dissented) ; though it was allowed in certain cases which he enumerated. 

With the completion of the draft, the draftsman’s task and the 
lecturer’s concluded. He could only express a hope that the work of 
art which the draftsman would have produced would be recognized as 
such, and that what he had said might help to make its result satis 
factory. 

A threefold vote of thanks to the chairman, the lecturer, and the 
Benchers of Lincoln’s Inn was proposed by Mr. Evpnick, the president 
of the Association, and seconded by Mr. Howrrt, a past-president, and 
carried unanimously. 

Lord Justice BANKrEs, in replying, said that the lecture was an 
excellent illustration of what full knowledge of a subject would do; the 
lecturer had been able to make the dry bones of a bill of costs live. All 
through his professional career he had thought that it would be a good 
thing if the distinction between party and party and solicitor and 
client costs could in some way be got rid of. A successful litigant did 
not want to see his success whittled away. Then there was a great 
difference between orders in the Chancery and King’s Bench Divisions. 
There was much greater attention given to them in Chancery, and 
there was more opportunity to intervene before the order was passed. 
Seeing its effect on costs, he had often thought it would be a good thing 
if opportunity was given in the King’s Bench Division to the solicitors 
of both parties to consider the order before it was completed. A bill of 
costs was a very unpopular document, but though disagreeable to 
receive, it was for all time a most valuable historical record. This was 
not realized until one had to recall a matter ten or fifteen years after, 
and then it was found in a bill of costs 


Syllabus of Law Lectures for the Michaelmas Session, 1916. 

The following important lectures will (by kind permission of the 
Benchers) be delivered in the Old Hall, Lincoln's Inn : 

(Tuesday, 17th October.—Lecture, ‘‘The Making of a_ Bill.’ 
Lecturer, G. A. King, Esq., M.A. (a Master of the Supreme Court). 
Chairman, the Right Hon. Lord Justice Bankes. } 

Tuesday, 2lst November.-—Lecture, ‘‘The Belgian and French 
Practice and Procedure contrasted with the English System.’’ Lecturer, 
Maitre Gaston de Leval (a member of the Brussels Bar). Chairman, 
the Right Hon. Lord Justice Phillimore. 

Tuesday, 12th December.—Lecture, ‘‘ Judicial Settlement of Inter 
national] Disputes ; its scope and limits.’’ Lecturer, Warwick H. Draper, 
Esq. Chairman, the Hon. Mr. Justice Eve. 

The chair will be taken at seven o'clock precisely. 

The lectures are open to all members of the legal profession. 
Members of the Association will be allowed to introduce friends con 
nected with the legal profession. Non-members will be admitted on 
production of ticket, which may be obtained at the office of the 
Association, 12, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, 


The Largest Income 
compatible with 
safety— 


The purchase of an Annuity means an 
income fixed and secure for life. 


The Sun Life of Canada specialises in 
Annuities and offers better terms than 
any other First-class Insurance Company. 
The security is unsurpassed. The 
Company has enjoyed and is enjoying 
unexampled prosperity, and has assets of 
over £15,000,0C0, of which over £2,000,000 
has been invested in the War Loans. 


Each year the books and securities of the 
Sun Life of Canada are audited and 
inspected by the Government of Canada. 
This examination is an additional and 
independent guarantee of the Company’s 
sound financial standing. 


There are many forms of “Sun Life of 
Canada” Annuities. There are Ordinary, 
Joint Life, Deferred, Educational, and 
Annuities with return of Capital 
guaranteed. 

Particulars of these many forms of 
Annuities should be in the possession of 
every Legal Adviser. Comparison of the 
rates with those quoted by other Com- 
panies will show the advantage of dealing 
with the “Sun Life of Canada,” as, also, will 
examination of the Company’s financial 
status. Professional men will find these 
Annuities quite tempting propositions for 
personal inVest ment. 


Full partu ulars will be sent on application to— 


J. F. JUNKIN (MANAGER), SUN LIFE OF CANADA, 
217, Canada House, Norfolk Street, London, W.C. 





Absence of Counsel from Court. 


In two cases in the Divisional Court, consisting of the Lord Chief 
Justice, Mr. Justice Ridley, and Mr. Justice Low, on Tuesday, counsel 
who held briefs failed to appear, and counsel who represented them told 
the Court that the briefs had been put into their hands at the last 
moment, and they were therefore unable to address their lordships. 
(he Lord Chief Justice, says the Times, at the conclusion of his judg 
ment in the second of these cases, said : 


I desire to say generally that, while this Court is most anxious to 
study the convenience of counsel so far as it possibly can, and is ready 
in every case to adjourn and to give effect to the views of counsel 
who apply for postporement, it 1s not treating the Court with proper 
respect for counsel who are briefed in cases before us not to appear 
themselves, but to ask other counsel, who have not had an oppor 
tunity of mastering the cases, to come here and represent them, so 
that the Court really does not get the benefit of any argument. 
Counsel! cannet be in two places at once, but the practice has always 
teen to take care that clients should be represented by some counsel 





JOHN VERRALL, Hon. Sec. of Lectures. 


in their cases, and that counsel should adduce argument in support of 
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these cases. I hope that what has occurred this morning will not 
continue. lf it does continue, the Court will have to refuse to assist 
counsel by adjournments of cases. Clients should be represented by 
counsel, as they have a right to be when they have briefed counsel, 
and the Court should be assisted by such argument as counsel can find 
to support their cases. 

Mr. Justice Ridley and Mr. Justice Low associated themselves with 
his lordship’s remarks 


Reception of the Lord Mayor-Elect 
by the Lord Chancellor. 


Alderman and Colonel Sir William Dunn, the Lord Mayor-Elect, says 
the 7'imes, waited upon the Lord Chancellor at the House of Lords on 
‘Thursday, the 12th inst., to receive from him an intimation of the 
King’s approval of his appointment. He was accompanied by some 
of the Aldermen, the Sheriffs, and the high officers of the Corporation, 
all wearing Court dress and their robes The Lord Chancellor received 
him in State. 

The Recorder, Sir Forrest Fulton, K.C., introduced the Lord Mayor 
Elect, and gave a short account of his career. 

The Lord Chancellor, addressing Sir William Dunn, intimated his 
Majesty's acceptance of his election to the office of Lord Mayor, and 
said he had been called to his office in dark and troubled days, but 
would be strengthened in the discharge of its duties by the knowledge 
that the City of London was the centre of a united and a resolute 
* aft 
** splendid 





people. 

The Lord Chancellor, referring to the Lord Mayor-Elect’s 
and shining predecessors,’ paid a tribute to the work of Sir Charles 
Wakefield, and afterwards alluded to Sir William Dunn’s interest in 
Sir William Treloar’s efforts to relieve afflicted children. He con 
cluded by hoping that before his duties were ended peace might come 
back to this country—a peace that would prove a lasting and worthy 
memorial to the heroism of those men who, at the cost and peril of 
their lives, guarded this great Empire by land and sea. 

The ceremony concluded with the Lord Chancellor's drinking to the 
Lord Mayor-Elect in a loving cup 

Afterwards the Lord Mayor Elect gave his 
at Mercers’ Hall 


* presentation luncheon ”’ 


Obituary. 


Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 





Captain J. G. K. Farrar. 


Captain J. G. K. Farrar, Lancashire Fusiliers, son of the late 
F. W. L. Farrar and Mrs. B. R. Beale, of 4, Thorney-court, 5.W.., 
was killed on 14th September. He was educated at Harrow and Christ 
Church College, Oxford, and was a barrister. In the first month of 
the war he enlisted in the 18th Hussars, but later received a com- 
mission in the Lancashire Fusiliers. He first saw active service in 
France, but subsequently his battalion was sent to another front. Cap 
tain Farrar was in Tasmania when the South African war broke out, 
and enlisted in the Tasmanian Light Horse, with which contingent he 
served in the latter part of that campaign. He married in 1909 Gwen 
doline Elizabeth, daughter of Richard Fegan, M.D. 


Lieutenant William O. Forster. 


Lieutenant Wirtiam Oxiey Forster, Durham Light Infantry, who 
died on 22nd September of wounds received on the previous day, in 
his twenty-third year, was the only son of the late Joseph Forster, of 
Stanley. co. Durham, and Mrs. R. Forster, of Denesil Low Fell, Gates 
head. Educated at St. Bees School, Cumberland, he was articled to 
Messrs. Clayton & Gibson, solicitors, of Newcastle-on-Tyne, and 
qualified as a solicitor in January, 1915. He received his commission 
in the following March, and was gazetted lieutenant in April, 1916 
Lieutenant Forster was a keen sportsman, taking great interest in 
football. He captained Dipton A.F.C. during their successful season 
1912-13, and while at the School of Instruction for Officers in France 
he won several events in the sports there 


Second Lieutenant Horace A. Back. 


Second Lieutenant Horace A. Back, Gloucester Regiment, who was 
killed on 22nd September, was the second scn of the late F. Formby 
Back, of Harrow Weald, and Mrs. Formby Back, of 16, Welbeck 
House, Wigmore-street, W. He was educated at Marlborough College 
and Brasenose College, Oxford. of which he was a scholar. On leaving 


Oxford he decided to become a solicitor, and was articled to Messrs. 
Norton, Rose, & Co. He also studied law in Paris, and then prac- 
tised for some years in Cairo under the late Me. Carton de Wiart. 
In 1911 he returned to London and entered the firm of Messrs. Surtees, 
Phillpotts, & Co., of 6, St. Helen’s-place, E.C., in which he shortly 
afterwards became a partner. He joined the Army in November, 
1915, receiving a commission in the Gloucestershire Regiment. He 
went to the front on 28th August, 1916, and had only been a week 
in the front line when he was killed, aged thirty-five years. 


—— 





Second Lieutenant John Withall. 


Second Lieutenant Joun (‘‘ Jack’’) WirHatt, Royal Fusiliers, killed 
on 7th October, aged twenty-one, while leading his men in an attack, 
was the second son of Mr. and Mrs. Charles Withall, of Luxemburg- 
gardens, Brook Green, W. He was educated at Stonyhurst College, 
and after leaving there entered his father’s office at 18, Bedford-row, 
W.C. He enlisted in the Queen Victoria Rifles on 2nd September, 1914, 
was made a sergeant shortly afterwards, and received his commission 
in the Royal Fusiliers last October. His commanding officer writes : 
‘‘He was a most gallant officer, and died while going through the 
heaviest fighting, cheering on his men. He was a great favourite with 
both officers and men, and all ranks in the battalion join with me 
in offering you our sincerest sympathy in your great loss.” 





Legal News, 


Appointments. 


The Lord Chief Justice of England has appointed FRepERICkK 
Francis Datpy, Esq., to be a Master of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature, in the place of Master Archibald, resigned. Mr. Daldy, 
who was called to the Bar at the Inner Temple in 1881, is a member of 
the South-Eastern Circuit. 

His Majesty has been pleased to confer the honour of knighthood 
on Mr. Justice McCarpir on his appointment as Justice of the High 
Court. 

The Attorney-General has appointed Lieutenant Hersert AsQuitH to 
the office of Junior Counsel to H.M. Customs and Excise. During the 
war the duties of the office will be discharged by Mr. H. M. Giveen. 


General. 


Norton, K.C., has been appointed vice-chairman of the 
Committee of Management of King’s College Hospital in succession 
to the late Mr. E. L. Levett, K.C. 

Mr. William Cooper, aged seventy-six, of Aigburth Hall-road, Liver- 
pool, solicitor, for many years one of the Liverpool County Court 
tegistrars, left estate of gross value £49,083. 

Mr. Charles Dawson, F.S.A., F.G.S., aged fifty-two, of Lewes, 
solicitor, for twenty-two years clerk to the Uckfield Bench, discoverer 
of the Piltdown skull, left estate of gross value £3,025. 

Captain Charles Nettleton Dyer, H.A.C., aged thirty-eight, of East 
Croydon, solicitor, a director of Dyer & Dyer (Limited), who died on 
active service on 14th July, left estate of gross value £12,976. 

Mr. George Harley, aged fifty-four, of ‘The Elms, Upton, near Birken- 
head, senior partner of Messrs. oe North, Harley & Co., solicitors, 
of Liverpool, a director of the Alliance Assurance Society, left estate 
of gross value £98,721 

Mr. Douglas Heron Marrable, Registrar of Dorchester County Court, 
died at Dorchester on the 12th inst. An expert rifleman, he volunteered 
when war broke out, and as a sergeant rendered valuable service in 
the training camps. His health was permanently impaired, and he re- 
tired with the rank of captain. 

The Right Hon. Sir James Stirling, a Justice of the High Court, 
Chancery Division, 1886-1900, and a Lord Justice of Appeal 1900-1906, 
of Finchcocks, Goudhurst, Kent, who died on 27th June, has left estate 
of the gross value of £42,701, the net personalty being £42,481. 

The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council will resume its sittings 
on Monday next, when a list of forty-two appeals will be proceeded with. 
Of these India contributes twenty-seven, Canada ten, and Australia, 
New Zealand, Ceylon, and China one each. There is also one prize 


Mr. BR. F. 


appeal for hearing. 

It is, says the 7’'imes, officially stated that the Charity Commissioners 
being satisfied that the British Prisoners of War in Germany Fund, 
which is under the supervision of the London Mail, has not been pro- 
nerly administered, are exercising with regard to it the powers of control 
and inquiry conferred upon them by the War Charities Act, 1916. 

In the House of Commons on Wednesday, answering Mr. Anderson, 
Mr. Primrose said the number of convictions recorded up to 30th 
September against workmen under the Munitions of War Acts was 
13.649. The number recorded against employers up to the same date 
was 193. In 889 cases compensation had been awarded against em- 
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ployers for failure to comply with the provisions of section 5 of 
Munitions of War (Amendment) Act, 1916. It would be realized that | 
the numberof employees who came under the Act was altogether out 
of proportion to the number of firms similarly divdad. 


At a Southwark inquest, on Tuesday, on the body of a child knocked 
down in the darkness and killed by a motor-van, Inspector Burchell 
informed the coroner that the driver of a motor was committing an 
offence if he or she failed to report an accident ‘‘ when asked for pat 
ticulars,’’ but in this case there was no policeman present, so the driver 
was not asked. ‘This shewed a flaw in the Motor-car Act. 


When the Court of Criminal Appeal, consisting of the 
Justice, Mr. Justice Darling, and Mr. Justice Avory, sat 
morning, Mr. Justice McCardie was sworn in as a judge of the High 
Court of Justice. His lordship took the oaths in the usual form to 
be faithful and bear true allegiance to the King, and to administe: 
justice to all persons ‘‘ without fear or favour, affection or ill-will.’’ 

Mr. Christopher Rawlinson, of Coleherne Court, South Kensington, 
and the Inner Lemple, Cierk of Arraigns of the Western Circuit, who 
thed on Znd Seplelver, eidest son ol the late Sir Ulristopher Kawiinson, 
has lett estate of the vaiue of £4/,051, with net personalty £4/,Uvo. 
Among bequests Were %0,UUU to Nurse Marie Willis and £1,U0UU 
each to Nurse Catherine Johnson and Nurse Marian Barnard, 1 he 
residue of dus estate he lett between his brother, Mr. Jobn Frederick 
Pee! Kawinson, K.C., M.P., and Mr, Charles Henry Weston, to whom 
probate has been granted. 

In the House of Commons on Wednesday, Mr. Pretyman, i: reply to 
Su CG. Ainloch-( said the Lrading with the Knemy (Copyright) 
Act, 1910, was not rendered necessary Oy the passing ol the irradi ng 
with the Knemy Act, 1914. ‘Lhe Boara of Trade were advised thai 
having regard to the ellect ol war on the rejations of belligerent countries, 
doubts had arisen as copyright in this country in 
works first published or made in an enemy country during the present 
war. The Act was passed to obviate the aifficulties and inconveniences 
arising trom this position and to prevent any unregulated reproduction 
of such works in this country. ‘The Public ‘Lrustee, in whom the copy 
right was vested, would be advised to grant only such licences a8 were 
considered desirable in the public interest. 

In the House of Commons, on ‘Tuesday, Lord R. Cecil, replying to 
Major Hunt, who drew attention to the growth of United States ex 
ports to Norway, Sweden, Deamark, Switzerland, and Spain, said that 
i an official memorandum issued by the War Trade Statistical De 
partment it was shewn that the increased exports for the United 
Dtates were, speaking generally, due to the necessity under which 
European neutrals found themselves of obtaining from America certain 
commodities which they previously obtained, but could no longer 
tain, from belligerent countries there was no ground for assuming 
from these figures that extra goods -were now going to the countries 
mentioned. He would be quite prepared to give to his hon. friend, or to 
any other honest critic of the blockade, any information on any sub 
ject connected with it which he could. But much of that information 
must be given in private. 


In the House of Commons, on the 
ing Mr. R. McNeill, who asked whether the 
States, im its correspondence with the German Government 
protests against German violation of International Law, had confined 
itself to the consideration of American interests, or whether, as the 
most powerful neutral nation, it had made any attempt to protect 
neutral rights in general or had proteste1 against outrages committed 
against other neutral nations, said : Our knowledge of the correspond 
ence between the United States Government and Germany is derived 
from the documents that have been published. It is for the United 
States Government, and not for His Majesty’s Government, to define 
its position in the matter. I can add nothing to what has been pub 
lished. 

In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, Mr. Forster, asked a ques- 
tion by Mr. Anderson as to the recent rounding-up of men at railway 
stations, cinemas, theatres, and other public places, stated that the 
rounding-up referred to was organized by the military authorities con- 
cerned, and had the approval of the War Office. He could not give the 
numbers of persons dealt with during the recent organized examination 
of certifi: nor the number of directly traced through 
them, but these examinations were successfal in obtaining a large r 
duction in the total of unattested men whose whereabouts were un- 
known to the military registration authorities. Replying to Mr. 
Hogge, who asked whether there was any intention of having a round 
up of Government offices, Mr. Forster said : The object of rounding-up 
was to get men who could not be traced, whereas they could trace 
men in Government offices. 


Mr. Roland Burrows, 


Lord Chiet 
on Monday 
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as Commissioner for the Crown, with a jury ot 
twelve, held an inquis tio yn of escheat at Ashford, Middlesex, last Satur- 
day, as to a holding known as Berswood, valued at £100, which was 
formerly owned by Mr. Frederick Berry, who died February, 1915, 
intestate The Commissioner said that these inquisitions were first 
instituted to guard against arbitrary seizure of intestate property by the 
Crown. No hardship would follow a verdict for the Crown, as any 
person would still be able to recover by legal process if his right to 
the property could be established. The King had no personal interest in 
the matter, as the income maak go to the Consolidation Fund, and would 
thus be used for the general purposes of the war and would relieve 
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No. 15, LINCOLN’S IN iN FI FIEL DS, LONDON 
ESTABLISHED 1863, 

Capital Stock .. ona _ eee o- 
Debenture Stock ‘ a ‘ ‘ £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURC HASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON, 
Ferms ef Propesai and full information oan be obtained at the Society's Ofices. 

G. H. MAYNE, Secretary 


£400,000 





that Mr. B rry left no will, and had 


dence was give 
ured an escheatment of the estate to the 


taxation. Iv 


no relatives. The jury then decl: 


ims, whose death has been announced, was 
an old railway engineer. When the telegraphs were taken over by the 
State l cessfully contended that their property in 
the t rr and should purchased under the 
“ Gladstone’ purchase the Regulation of Railways Act, 1844, 
and Mr:  illiams with the preparation of most of the 
claims, th tisfaction of wh cost the Government some £3,000,000. 
With regard to this clause, he was once told by Mr, Gladstone himselt 
that it w: serted as an afterthought of its author when he was Pre- 
sident of t Board Trade, his first Cabinet office, in a Bill which 
dealt mainly with matters affecting the regulation and administration 
of the few railways then in existence, and he used to maintain that it 
could used for the compulsory purchase by the State of the 


still be 
railway companies’ systems, 


railways suc 
) lea ves 

clause of 
entrusted 


also be 


was 


made by the Central Control Board for the restriction 
nsumption of intoxicating liquor are, with one excep- 
mut diffi ulty. The one trouble is the con 
no-treating order.’’ It has been estimated that 
ommon before the regulation was made 
ll goes on to a very serious extent, 
100 summonses have been served 
the result of investigations made 
and a woman detective. In cases 
ranging from 20s. to £10 are being 

avistrate There is evidence to shew that the evasion 
is going on i ther places As some of the treating is quite open, 
p opl areless of the possibility of detection, a watch 
on t house yuld vield many convict We believe that the 
Contro oard are aware of the situation, and that prosecutions in the 


future ke » More numerous 


reguiati >! 
sale and « 
g administered with: 
of the 
nt. of the treating 
stopped, but the practice st 

thas npton lt 18 stated, over 
indlords and bar assistants as 
] wuble from Exeter 
is secured, fines 


yrown 


ons 


Tue ‘‘ Oxford ” Sectional Bookcase is the ideal one for anybody who 
is building up a library. It is splendidly finished, with nothing of the 
office stamp about it. The illustrated booklet issued by the manufac- 
turers, William Baker & Co., Ltd., The Broad, Oxford, may be 


obtained gratis, and will certainly prove interesting to book lovers.— 


(Advt.) 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 

Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 

NEVILLE. Eve. 

Mr. Borrer 
Leach 
Greswell 
Jolly 
Bloxam 
Synge 


EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT 


Date ROTA, No. 1, 
Monday (ct. 23 Mr. Farmer Mr. Leach Mr. 
Tuesday ...... 24 Synge Goldschmidt 
W ednesday Church Borrer 
Thursday oo 26 Greswell “ynge 
Fridav........ 27 Jolly Farmer 
Saturday .... 28 Bloxam Church 

Mr. Justice 


SARGANT. 


Bloxam 
Jolly 
Synge 
Farmer 
Church 
Goldschmidt 


Mr. Justice 
YOUNGER, 


Church 
Farmer 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 
Borrer 
Greswell 


Mr. Justice 
PETERSON, 


Mr. Greswell 
Church 
Leach 
Borrer 
Synge 
Jolly 


Mr. Justice 
ASTBURY. 


Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. 
Bloxam 
Farmer 
Cherch 
Greswell 
Leach 


Date. 


Mr. Synge 
Borrer 


Monday Oct. 23 
Tuesday ...... 24 
Wednesday 25 Jolly 
Thursday .... 26 Bloxam 
Friday..... 27 Go'dschmidt 
Saturday 23 Farmer 


The Property Mart 


Result of Sales. 


Messrs. H. F. Foster & CRANFIELD held their usual Sale at the Mart, Tokenhouse 
Yard, E.C., on Thursday last, when the following Lots were sold at the prices named : 
HOLLOW AY—Lot 1—Coach and Horses Public House . Sold £38,620 

lot 2—Freeho!d Shop ; 415 
LEYION—Let 1— Free ho d Ground-Rent of £24 
Lot 2—Freehold Ground-Rent of £24 per annan 


BROMPT.: N—Leasehold House, 18, Ovington-gardens 
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>. . * 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Oct. 6. 

ANGLO NETHERLAND SUGAR CORPORATIO *, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors 
are required, on or before Nov 1, to send thei~ names and addresses, and partic lars of 
their debts or claims, to James Rennie, 145, Dashwood House, New Broad s', liquidator. 

BALLANTYN®S, Haw on & (o., Ltp. (IN VoLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)}—Creditors are 
required, on or before Oct 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Sir William 

ronmonger In, liquidators i 

BIGGLESWADE CO-OPERATIVE SocteTy, LtTp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 8, 

to send their names and addresses, and the particalars of their deb:s or claims, to 


William Heury Cork 19, Eastcheap, liquidator. 
London Gazette. — FRIDAY, Oct. 13. 


Mona Bacon Factory & Farmers’ AssocraTion, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or 
before Oct 31, to send their n mes and addresses, and the perticulars of their debts or 
claims, to Mr. Alfred Wood FCA, 14, Victoria st, Westminster, liquidator. 


Lonion Gazette.—TURSDAY, Oct, 17. 


INTERNATIONAL STAMPING MACHINE Co., LTD. —Creditor: are required, on cr before Nov 
3, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to 
Ernest Lay'ou Bennett, 31 and 32, broad st av, liquidator. 

Mitcuam Moror Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before [ec 7, to send 
names and atdresses, and the particulars of their debts or claima, to John Baker, 
Eldon street Hous, Eldon at, liqu dator 

PICCADILLY Gem Box, Lrp. (IN LIQUIDATION), 
Nov 20, to send their nawes and adiiresses, and the 
claims, to J, W. H, Byrne, 81, Gracechurch at, liquidator 

SoUTHEND JoY WHEEL LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before 


Creditors are required, on or before 
particulars of their debts or 


Nov 27, to send 


| 


Barclay Peat and Mr. George Bowler, 11, | 


| 
their 


their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward | 


Henry Young, 8, Drepers gdns, liquidator. 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
—FRIDAY, Oct. 6 


Universal Light and Sign Co, Ltd. 
British Eaergised Tyre Syndicate, Ltd. 


London Gazette 
Dakin & Co, Ltd. 
New Ze:land and Federal Co, 
King, Howmann & Co, Ltd 
London Gazette 


Ltd 


—TUESDAY, Oct. 10, 


Hispania, Ltd BE. A. Turner, Ltd. 

Knight's Manufacturing Co, Ltd. Carriz zo Cattle Ranch Co, Ltd 

Fariey, Maindee, Ltd Bergvik Co, Ltd 

W. 1. Richardson, Ltd British Marble and Slate “yndi-ate, Ltd. 
Edmonton Land Syndicate, Ltd R. N. Jeffries & Sons, Ltd. 


—FRIDAY, Oct. 153. 
Resisto-Electrical Manufacturing Co, Ltd. 
Grasmere Steim shipping Co, Ltd 
Champion's Dairy, Ltd Londen Dirert Transit Service, Lid 
Lavington, Ltd 4amos Wine Co, Ltd. 
Metropolitan and Counties Inv.stors, K. Burns & Co, Ltd 

Lid 


London Gazette 


Alfred North, Ltd 
Picture Amusements, Ltd 


Rumworth Electric Thea're, Ltd 
Alaska Venture Syndicate, Ltd Daisy Hill Mill (Morley) Co, Lt« 
John Saint & Sons, Ltd 1.8. Syndicate, Ltd. 
Foreign and International! Trusts, Lt! Darlingt ou Constraction Co, Ltd. 
General Aviation Contractors, Ltd 


Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. 


London Gazette. —FRIDAY, Oct. 6 


G. Dirrwans, Lrp, City rd.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 6, to send 
their names and addresses, an! the particulars of their debts and claims, to Sidney 
J. Field, 17, Shaftesbury av, controller 

LONDON AND PROVINCIAL PRINTING INK Co., Water In. 
before Nov 6, to send their names and ad iresses, and the particulars of 
and claims, to Sidney J. Field, 17, Shaftesbury av, controller. 


Creditors are required, on or 
their debts 


I'UESDAY; Oct. 10. 

WALTER Hapenecot & Co, Birmingham. —Creditors are required, on or before Oct 21, 
to send by prepaid post full particulars of their debts or claims to William Smedley 
Aston, 45, Newhall st, Birmingham, controller. 


London Gazette 


| THOMAS, GEORGE EDWARD, St Mary Church, Devon 


| 
} 
| 
| 
i 


A. Kazmps & Tempe, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 31, to ‘end 
by prepaid post full particulars of their debts or claims to Walter Frederick Wise- 
man, 4, Fenchurch av, controller. 

HvGo STINNES, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 7, to send by prepaid 
post full particulars of their debts or claims to Sir William Barclay Peat, 11, Lron- 
mouger ln, contro!ler. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Oct. 13. 


ALLARDICE, HARRY, Seaton, Devon Novi3 Fladgate & Co, Pall Mall 

ATKINSON, EDWIN, Swinton, nr Rotherham, Engine Driver Cet 31 J W & A E Hattersley- 
Vi. xborough 

BAINBRIDGE, CUTHBERT, Thornton le Fylde, Lancs NovS May & Hamer, Blackpool 

tORN, SAMUEL TAWTON, Mirwood, Devon Nov il Pitts & Co, Barnstaple 

Brear, LYDIA, Harrogate Decl Kirby & Co, Harrogate 

BRyYER, THOMAS, Honor OaX rd, Forest Hili Nov 12 Carter &Co Great James st 

CABRERA, FERDINAND AUGUSTUS RAMON Voy, Berlin, Germany Novi10 Brett, Egham, 
Surrey 

CANNING, JOHN WILLIAM, Seven Sisters rd, Commission Agent 
So 18, South sq, Gray's inn 

CHICKEN, THOMAS WILLIAM, Nottingham Novl Marriott, Nottingham 

CLARK, EDWARD, Sydenham Hill, JP Dec15 Powell, Eastcheap 

Cooper, BLIZABETH, Priory rd, West Hempstead Nov il Hensman & Co, North 
ampton 

CRESSWELL, LOUISA MARY, Taylor County, Texas, USA Nov 17 
King’s Lynn 

CROOKES, WILLIAM, Dronfield, Derby, Publican Nov 21 Wightman & Parker, Sheffield 

DENTITH, THOMAS Sale,.Cheshire Nov7 Welford & Co, Manchester 

EDMONDS, Rev HAROLD, Edgbaston, Birmingham Nov 16 Capel & Co Clement’s inn, 
Strand 

ELLISON, [HEODORE TARLETON, Kempston, Bedford Nov 30 Wake & Sons, Sheffield 

FARNE, JAMES, Wittering, Su-sex, Farmer Nov 23 Sowton & Co, Chic ester 

Foo, EDWARD MACDOUGALL, Liverpool Nov 30 Cameron & Co, Liverpool 

Fox, SUSANNAH, Oswestry Nov 9 Edwards, Oswes*ry 

GABRIELSEN, CHARLES AUGUSTUS, Lea, Hereford, Farmer Nov20 W H & F 8 Collins, 
Ros: Herefordshire 

GLEAVE, HANNAH MARIA, St Helens, Lancs Nov 10 Hutchen, St Helens 

GODDARD, JOHN, Tinsley, Sheffield Nov 30 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

GREIG, WILLIAM GRANT, Woktig, Solicitor Nov24 Greig, Abingdon st, Westminster 

HASLER, Brigadier-General JULIAN (killedin action on April 27) Novil Park Nelson 
& Co, Essex st, Strand 

HAWKER, FREDERICK JoserH, Bristol, Engineer Dec6 King, Bristol 

HAYWARD, JOHN, Yarnbrook, Wilts Oct 30 Mann & Co, Trowbridge 

HORSLEY, Sir VicTOR ALEXANDER HA: EN, CB, FRS, MB, FRCS, Cavendish sq 
Gree well & Co, Berners st 

JeNNINGS, EMILY MARIA, Abbotsrd, Kilburn Nov 25 Cave & Co, Eastcheap 

Josmrn, Jacos, Cartain rd, Shoreditch Decl Neale, Queen Vitoria st 

Kent, Marta, Lee, Kent Nov24 J:imes & James, Ey pl 

Kent, THOMAS, Lee, Kent, Hosier Nov 24 James & James, Ely pl 

KLABER, AUGUSTUS DAVID, Shortlands, Kent Nov30 Woodcock, Holborn 

LEADBEATER, JANE, Wendover, bucks Nov 18 Francis & How, Chesham, Bucks 

Lewis, THOMAS, Beguildy. Radnor Nov8 Wallis, Hereford 

LowTHER, Right Hon Sir GERARD Aveustus, GCMG, CB, Belgrave sq 
Co, Essex st, Strind 

METCALFE, JOHN CHAYTOR, Wanborough, Wilts Kinneir & Co, Swindon 

NELSON, Major ABERCROMBY ANSON CRAVEN, Bucks Nov 30 
Wilkinson, St Hele i's pl 

NELSON, JOHN, Guildfoid Nov 20 

NEUMAN, Sir SIGMUND, Bart, London Wall 

OLIVER, GEORGE, Chacewater, Cornwall, Farmer 

PASSMORE, ARTHUR, Whitton, Middix Nov 22 

PEREIRA, SOrHIE, Peradeutya, Ceatra! Province, Ceylon 
Bond ct, Walbrook 

RATHBONE, Captain Guy Benson, Haverstock hill, Hampstead Dec 1 
Cannon st 

SHAEN, (CAROLINE, Reigate Nov 15 

SHIPWRIGAT, THOMAS, Stanley gdns, Cricklewood 
torja st 

Spence, MORTON, Bromborough, Chester Nov 30 


Nov 11 Hopwood & 


Jarvis & Morgan 


Nov 30 


Nov 20 Foyer & 


Nov 25 
Little Mis-enden, 


Vaughan, Wellington st, Woolwich 

Dec 12 Goldberg & Co, West st, Finsbury 
Nov ll Hancock, Trure 

Hurd & Co, King st 

Nov 20 Stevens & Draytn, 


Mathews & Co, 


Freshfields. Old Jewry 

Nov 15 Potter & Co, Queen Vic- 

Gregson, Liverpool 

Nov 9 Hopgood & Dowsons, 
Spring gdos 

TWIss, ANNA MARIA PHILORA, Crowborough, Sussex Nov 25 Radcliffe, The Sanctuary, 


We tminster 
WILMoT, Ts0MAS, Barkworth rd, Rotherhithe New rd, Metal Worker Nov 28  Dalli- 


m re& Co, Camberwell New rd 
Woop, FREDRRICK, Cambridge rd, Chiswick Now 15 Taylor & Co, Strand 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, 


MOORGATE STREET, LONWDWDowW, 
ESTABLISHED IN 


=I. oc. 
4890. 


LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERSB. 
Upwards ef 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
ang Clauses for imsertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Setiled by Counsel, will be sent va 
application. 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


RAPPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Oct. 10. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


BAMFORD, GEORGE ASHBIL, Birmingham, Coa! Dealer 
Oct 18 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 


COULDREY, JOHN FRANCIS, Reading Oct 17 at 3 
Byrom st, Manchester 

HosxrGoop, WILLIAM, Cannock, Staffs, Medica! Practitioner 
Oct 18 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Lichtield st. Wolverhampton 

JOHNSON, GEORGE HENRY. Sheffield, Paper Maker Oct 17 
at1130 Off Rec, Fi tree In, Sheffield 

Jonxs, JoHN DAVID, Llanrwst, Denbighshire, Solicitor 
Oct 20at215 Station Hotel, Liandudno Junction 

LAIRD, JOHN REID, Ridgmoun’ gdns, Gower st Oct 20 at 
12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

MEAD, ARTHUR R&GINALD, Bridgend, 


Off Rec, 


Wholesale Fruit 


Importer Oct17at 12 ‘ff Rec, 117, Saint Mary st, 
Cardiff 

NUTTALL, FRANK COLLINGE, Blackpool, Optician Oct 18 
atll Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

SCHOFIELD, WILLIE, Shelf, nr Halifax,Grocer Oct 18 at 


11.15 County Court House, Prescott st, Halifax 

Satz, M, Walker's ct, Berwick st, Oxford st, Vraper Oct 
19at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Smon, Morris, Failsworth, nr vidham, General Dealer 
Oct 18 at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

STALLY, WILLIAM, Catford, Kent, Contra:tor Oct 18 at 
1l 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

STEVENS, LELYA ISOBEL, Great George st, Westminst«r 
Oct 18,at12 Hankruptcy bidgs, Varey st 

STOURTON, AUBERON, Piccadilly Oct 19 at 11 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

TYTLER, CeciL, Cow's, I le of Wight. Dental Operator 
Uct 17 at 3.30 Off Rec, 98, High st, Newport, Isle of 
Wight 


Bank 


WARD, EDMUND, Coal Aston, Derby. Estate Agent Oct 17 
ati2 Off Rec, Figtres In, Sheffield 
WARRINGTON, HERBERT, Altr:ncham, Paister Oct 18 at 3 


Off Rec, Byrvm st, Manchester 

WELL#, HENRY GEORGE, Hornsey 
14, Bedford row 

WHEELER, ARTHUR SAMUEL 
Oct 18 at 2 Off Rec, 
Salisbury 

WILLIAMS, WARREN, and ARTHUR WILLIAMS, Pontypool, 
Mon, Buildere Oct 18 at 11.15 off Kec, 144, Com- 
mercial st, Newport, Mon 


ADJU DICATIONS. 


ACASTER, Ropert, Colne, 
Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 
ASHTON, GEORGE, Rickmansworth, Herts Baker St Albans 
Pet Sept 9 Or: Octé 

COLLIER, CHARLES BRAINARD, Radcliffe, Lancs, Milliner 
Rechdale Pet Uct 5 Ord Oct 5 

CooPER, WALTER, Eastbourne, Darlington, Commission 


Oct 18 at 11.30 


Dorchester, Dorset, Baker 
City chmb:rs, Catherine st, 


Lancs, Tailor Burnley Pet 


Agent Pet Oct6 Ori Oct 6 
HICHENS, JOHN HAUGHTON and AGNES HICHENS, Luton, 
Beds, Hat Manufacturers Luon Pet Oct 7 Ord 


Oct 7 
JACKSON, GEORGE, 
29 Ord Oct7 


Norwich, Tailor Norwich Pet Sept 


KING, FRANK, Rush:'en, Northampton, Heel Manufacturer | 


Northampt n Pet Oct7 Ord Oct 7 
Lamrp, JoHN Rep. Ridgmount gdns, Gower st 
Court Pet Oct7 Ord Oct7 


High 


LaMpPRoOoTI, GIACOMO, Tiptree, E sex, Gee Managing 


Director Chelmsford Pet @ct7 Ord Oct 
LEE, CHARLES HENRY, Earisdon, Coventry, "Wholesale 
rocer Coven ry Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

LINDSAY, THOMAS, Appleby, Westmorland, 
Kendal Pet Aug 28 Ord Oct 6 

PEcK, CHARLES, Newmarket, Cambs, Trainer of Racehorses 
Cambridge PetJuly 29 Ord Oct 5 

SCHOFIELD, Willie, Svelf, nr Halifax, Grocer 
Pe. Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

SHAYLER, CHARLES WILLIAM, Bishop's Stortford, Butcher 
Hertford Pet Octz Ord Oct 6 

SWANN JosepH, Auckland, r Bishop Auckland, 
Durham Pet Oct5 Ord Oct 5 

TOPLEY, W «LTER EDWARD, Chiswick In, Chiswick, Whole- 
sale Provis.on Merchant Brentford Pet Sept 16 
Ord Oct 6 

WILLIAMS, WARREN, and ARTHUR WILLIAMS, Pontypool, 
Mon, Builders Newpor', Mon Pet Sept 21 Ord 
Oct 5 


ORDER ANNULLING 


Ironmonger 
Halifax 


Miner 


, REVOKING, OR RESCINDING 
0 


DER. 
Rosz, Ivor St Crorx, Hood st, 
Rec Ord July 27 Annu!, Rev, 


Chelsea High Cour 


or Resc Oct 2 


London Gazette—TCESDAY, Oct. 13. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


CUNNINGTON, ELIZABETH HARRIET, Lianrwst, 
shire Portmadoc Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 
EARLE, THOMAS RICHARD, Shawfield st, Chelsea, Motor 
Engineer Hizh Court Pet Aug 30 Ord Oct 10 

GILLESPI£, GEORGE ARTHUR, West Briigford, Notts, 
Cycle Repairer Nottingham Pet Sept 29 Ord ict 11 

PARKER, JOHN WILLIAM, Blackha!l Mill, Durham, 
Butcher Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct7 

REED, FREDERICK, Newcastls upoa Tyne, Munition 

Yorker Neweastle upon Tyne Pet Octli Ord 

Oct 11 

ROWBOTHAM, ALBERT WILFRED, Weston super Mare, Coal 
M-rchant Bridgwater PetO t9 Ord Oct9 

SPEIGHT, antacn, Dew:bury, Rag Merchant Dewsbury 
Pet Oct ll rd Oct 11 

iar SaMUEL GzorcE, Halstead, Essex, 
Jolehester Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 


Denbigh- 


Auctioneer 





| HARTLAND, JAM&S MERCER, Hinworth 








THE 


Head Office: 


LONDON, E.C. 


Paid up Capital- - 
Reserve Fund - - 
Deposits - = 


LONDON CITY & MIDLAND 
BANK LIMITED. 


5, THREADNEEDLE STREET, 


£4,780,792 
£4,000, 000 
£157,539,256 





Foreign Banking 
Business of every 
kind transacted. 


Bills Collected. 
Bills Bought and Sold. 
Drafts Issued. 
Telegraphic Transfers. 
Letters of Credit. 
Commercial Credits. 
Shipowners’ Freights 

and Disbursements. 


Foreign Branch Office 
and Shipping Branch: 


8, FINCH LANE, 
LONDON, E.C. 











FIRST MEETINGS. 


ASHTON, GEORGE, Rickmansworth, Herts, Baker Oct 25 
atll 14, Bedford row 
COLLIER, CHARLES BRAINARD, Rochdale, Milliner Oct 20 


at 11.30 own Hall, Rochdale 
Cooper, WALTER, Eastbourne, Darlington, 
Agent Oct 20at11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, 
re Middlesbrough 
EARLE, TH ‘MAS R1I€HARD, Shawfield 
11 Bankruptcy bligs, Carey st 
| FEARN, ALFRED, Tunbridge Wells, Publican’s Manager 
Oct 23 atlz Off Rec, :2a4, Marlborough pl, Brighton 


Commission 
Albert 


st, Chelsea Oct 24a 


| KERSHAW, HENRY EDWARD, Choriton on Medlock, Man 
chester, Commercial Traveller (as previously 
gazetted) 


KING, FRANK, Rushden, Northampton, feel Manufacturer 
Oc 2 at 12 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 
LEE, CHARLES Henry, Earisdon, Coventry, Wholes le 
Grocer Oct 20at3 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 
LEISHMAN, J (Male), Great Marlow, Bucks (as previously 

gazetted) 
PARKER, JOHN WILLIAM, 





Blackhall Mill, or 


Durham, Butcher Oct 24 at 11 Off Rec, 50, Musiey 
st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

SHAYLER, CHARLES WILLIAM, Bishops Stortford, Butcher 
Oct 25 at 11.30 14, nedford row 

SWANN, JOSEPH, Auckland, nr Bishop Auckland, Miner 


Oct 25at230 Off Kec, 3, Manor pl, Sanderland 
TONKIN, WILLIAM K&eNIck. Teignmouth, Cinema lroprie- 
tor Oct 23 at 11.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedtord cir, Exeter 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


CUNNINGTON, ELIZABETH HARRIET, Lianrwst, Denbigh 
shire, Widow Portmadoc Vet Oct% Ori Oct 9 
Dosson, JAMES, High st, Putney, Ladies’ tailor Pet 


July 27 Ord Oct 9 

FEARN, ALFRED, Tunbrdge Wel's Publican’s Manaver 
lunbr dge Wells Pet Sep 22 Ord Oct 10 

PARKER, JOHN WILLIAM, Biackhall Mill, Du rhat m, Butcher 
Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct? 

REED, FREDE:ICK, Newcastle upon Tyne, Munition 
Worker Newcastle upou fyne Pet Oct 11 Ord Vet 


ll 

ROWBOTHAM, ALBERT WILFRED, Weston super Mare, Coal 
Merchant Bridgwater Pet Oct 9 Ori Ot9 

SPEIGHT, ARTHUR, Dew bury, Rag Merchant Dewsbury 
Pet Oct 11 Oru Oct 11 

STALLY, WILLIAM, Catford, Kent, Contractor 
Pet Aug3l Ord Oct 10 

TYLER, SAMUEL GEORGE, Hals' ead, Essex, Auctioneer Col- 


Greenwich 


chester Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 
WAND, Lovurs, Cheetham, Manchester Manchester Pet 
Sept 15 Ord Uct 9 


Amended Notice substituted for that published 
in the London Gazette of Sept 29: 

MORTON, GEORGE, 186, Reddish rd, Stockport, Lancashire, 
formerly York Villa, Reddish rd, Stockport, aforesai | 
Company's Secretary Stockport Pet Sept 27 Ord 
Sept 27 
Amended Notice substituted for that published 

in the Lond n Gazette of Oct 6: 

Middx, 

Dealer High Court Pet Mar22 Ord Oct 4 

Amended Notice substituted for that publishe 1 

in the London Gaze.te of Oct 10 

WALTER, Eastbourne, Darlington, Commission 

Agent Stocktonon Tees Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 

Moores, WILLIAM Henry, Blackpo |, Hypnotist 

Adjud Jan 7, 1897 Annul Oct 10, 1916 


Provision 


COOPER, 


Preston 


zette.—TUFSDAY, Oct. 17. 
ORDERS. 


London Ga 
RECEIVING 
Stockton on 


APPLEBY, GEORGE, Stockton on Tees, Draper 
Tee, 


Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 


Consett, 


BARRETT, 


| Jonun TEMPEST, Morecambe, Lancs, Stock Broker 
| and Accountant 
| 
| 


Preston Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 18 
Erik L, Old st, Turpentine Agents 
Ord Oct 13 


| BERGGREN & Co, 


High Court Pet Sept 12 


COCKSEDGE Bros, Hadleigh, Suffolk, Millers Ipswich Pet 
Sept 4 «rd Oct 10 
CuRTIS, SARAH JANE, Romsey, Hasts Southampton Pet 


Oct 12 Ord Oct 12Z 
| DAVEY, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Tiunton, Hosier 
Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 


Taunton 


DOWNES, J H, Copthall av Hi,h Court Pet July 3 Ord 
vet ls 
GARDNER, FRANK STEWART, Lyncrof: mans, West Hamp- 


Ord Oct 12 
Liverpool Pet 


stead Barnet Pet Aug 30 
GARNETT, CHARLES, Liverpool, Solicitor 
fept 16 Ord Oct 13 
HinbexD, WILLIAM JoHN HENRY, 


Botley, Hants, Fruit 


| Grower Southampton Pet Sept 29 Ord Oct 13 
Horr, Harry, Wolverhampton, Engineer Wolverhamp- 
ton Pet Oct 12 Ord vet 12 
| JEFFERS N, /OHN, Wistaston, nr Crewe Nantwich Pet 
Oct 13 Ord Uct 13 
Owen, Joun, Isledon rd, Finsbury Park, Tailor High 
Court Pet Sept 14 Ord Oct 12 
Blackburn, Grocer Blackburn Pet Sept 


PRIEST, HARRY, 
| 5 Ord Oct 11 
SMALLEY, James, Daubhill, Bolton, 
Bolton Pet Octl: Ord Oct 12 
SMITH, JOSEPH WILLIAM, Lowestoft, 
mouth Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 
SANDLER, HaRris, (iore rd, South Hackney, Costume 
Manufacturer's Manager High Court Pet Oct 18 
Ord Oct 13 


Journeyman Clogger 


Grocer Great Yar- 


Amended Notice substituted for that published 
in the London Gazette of Oct 10: 


TONKIN, WILLIAM KERNICK, Teignmouth, Cinema Proprie- 
tor Exeter Pet Sept 12 Ord Oct 4 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
ACASTER, ROBERT, Colne, Lancs, Tailor Oct 27 at 10.15 


County Court House, Bankhouse st, Burnley 
BERGGREN, ER 1K L, & Co, Old st, Turpentine Agents Oct 


2% at il Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

COOKSEDGE BRoTeHERs, Hadleigh, Sutfolk, Millers Oct 24 
1t 12.30 36, Priversest, Ips+ich 

CURTIS, SARAH JANE, Romsey, Hants Oct 25 at 10 Off 


Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs H gh st, Southampton 
Downes, J H, Copthall av Oct 26 at 12 Bankruptcy 

bidgs, Carey st 
HIBBERD, WILLIAM 

Grower Oct 24 at ll 

High st, Southampton 
Hakky, Wolverham tor, Engineer Oc 
30, L'chfleld st, W Iverhampton 
, JonN, Isledon ré, Finsbury Park, 
2 Bankrupt y bldgs, Carey st 
FREDERICK, Newcastle upon 
Worker et 96 atl1l Off Ree 
castieu on Tyne 


Botley, Hants, Fruit 
Midland Bank ehmbs, 


Joun HENRY, 
Off Rec, 


25 at 12 
Tailor Oct 27 


Tyne, Munition 
30, Mosley st, New- 





South 
Ont 2 


Hackney, Costume 


SANDLER, HARRIS. Gore rd, 
tll S#ankruptcy 


Manufacturer's Manager 
bldgs, Carey st 
SMALLEY, JAMES 
Oct 25 at 11 30 
SPEIGHT, ARTHUR, 
chant (ct 25 at 11 
tion st, Dewsbury 
STANIER, ConsTANCR, New Milton, Hants, Widow 


Bolton, Journeyman Clogger 
Off Rec, 12, Ex hange st, Bolton 

Ravensthorje, Dewsbury, Rag Mer- 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corpora. 


Daubhbill 


Oct 2 


at2.20 Off Rec, 124, Marlborough p! Brighton 
TYLER, SAMUEL GEORGE, Halstead, Essex, Auctioncer 
Oct 24at 12 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
| WAND, Louis, Cheetham, Manchester Oct 25 at 3 off 


Re: Byrom st, Man hester 

Wooprcr’, WILLIAM, Kendal, Westmoriard, Decorator 
Me 26 at 11.3) Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 
Furness 
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AND 
ARTICLES or ASSOCIATION. 
FORM A.—For Large Public Companies . 3s. 6d, 
FORM B.—For Small Public Companies 2s. 6d. 
FORM C.—For Large Private Companies 3s. 6d, 
FORM D.—For Small Private Companies 2s, 6d. 


The above draft forms are drawn, settled and revised | 
eminent Company Counsel, 


JORDAN & SONS, Limited, 
Company Registration Agents 
116 & 117 Chancery Lane, London, W.C. 
City Branch :--13, Broad Street Place, E.C. 


Oct. 21, 1916 





Telephone —Regent 273. 


GENERAL REVERSIONARY AND 
INVESTMENT COMPANY, LIMITED, 


Estb, 1836, and empowered by Special Act of Parliament. | 


Assets #1,000,000. 


Reversions Purchased. Loans upon Reversions | 


either at Annual Interest or in considera- 


tion of Deferred Charges, payable upon 


the Reversions falling in, and free of 
interest in the meantime. 


Apply to the ACTUARY, 26, PALL MALL, 8.W 





NOW READY. PRICE 2/6 NET. 


CUIDE TO THE INCOME TAX. 


How to prevent a too great assessment and obtain 
readjustment, to recover tax deducted at source, to 
obtain the refund of excess paid one year in the next. 


By F. B. Leeming, 
5th Edition, Revised. 
London : EFFINGHAM WILSON ,54, Threadneedle Street, E.« 


4 WANTED TO PURCHASE. 

HALSBURY’'S — OF ENCLAND. 29 Vols. 
yaper edition 

eounanesat CASES, a Set or any portions. 


23 each civen for LAW REPORTS 1914, 1915, 
good binding. 


THE KELLY LAW-BOOK COMPANY, LTD., 
57, Carey Street, Chancery Lane, W.C. 
*." Law Libraries Valued o° 
AW.—GREAT SAVING.—For prompt 


payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— 








, thin or thick 


1916, in 


Moderate Terms 





s. a. 
8 per sheet. 
3 per 20 folios. 
2 per folio. 
0 per sheet. 


Abstracts Copled 
Briefs and Drafts 
Deeds Round Hand 
Deeds Abstracted 
Full Copies 2 per folio. 


PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. per ; sheet. Draft, 4d., ditto. 
Parchment, ls. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-streei, Holborn, &.C. 


Wree eros 
SPILLMAN & CO 
101 ST. MARTIN’S LANE. 
ANTIQUE FURNITURE 


Also HOUSE and OFFICE FURNITURE 
VALUATIONS FOR PROBATE, 








Great War 





MESSRS. HOOPER & SON, 
THE PREMIER LAW PARTNERSHIP ACENTS. 
Established over Half a _Contary. 


Solicitors desirous of conetiinn 
Shares or Prictices are invited to 
advantages of their Register. 


LAY AGENTS. 


LAW STATIONERS, Printers, Lithographers, 
Account Book Makers, Parchment Dealers, &c. 
liigh-class Stationery at lowest prices. 





HOOPER & SON, 14, DISTAFF LANE, CANNON ST., E.C. | 


lel. : 7855 ( lelegrams:* Hoo CENT., LONDON. 


ENTRAL, PER,” 


“LAW NOTES” LENDING LIBRARY 


for PRACTITIONERS and STUDENTS. 


SUPSCRIPTIONS FROM £1 ls. PER ANNUM. For infor- 
mation— 


THE LIBRARIAN, “ Law Notes” Library, 
25 and 26, Chaneery-lane, London, W.C. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY, 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 

10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 

ESTABLISHED 1835, CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 








perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or | 


LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Capitalized. 
C, H. CLAYTON, ) Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, f Secretaries. 





\ ADAME 

a Beautifully Illuminated. Well-warmed and venti- 
ated. Heroes of the War, Vice 

B iE ATTY and other Naval and Military Commanders. 

Unique War Relics taken from captured German trenches. 

Map and Pictures. Daily Lectures. Free 

inematograph Performances. Admission, Is. ; children, 


6d. Open from 10 a.m. ti.l lv p.m. ' 


r disposing 0! | 


avail themselves of the 


TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION. | 


Admiral Sir DAVID | 





| THE NATIONAL HOSPITAL 


'| PARALYSED and EPILEPTIC, 


QUEEN SQUARE, BLOOMSBURY, W.C. 
The largest Hospital! of its kind. 


The Charity is forced at present to rely, te some 
extent, upon legacies for maintenance. 


Those desiring to provide Annuities for 
relatives or friends are asked to send for particulars 


ot the DONATIONS CARRYING LIFE ANNUITIES 
“THE EARL OF HARROWBY, Treasurer. 








FIRE RISKS AND FIRE INSURANCE. 
AFTER A FIRE IT IS ESSENTIAL TO PRO- 
| DUCE A SCHEDULE BEFORE AN INSURANCE 
| CLAIM CAN BE ESTABLISHED. THE LEAD- 
| ING INSURANCE COMPANIES ACCEPT OUR 
INVENTORIES FOR BASIS OF POLICIES, AND 
OUR VALUERS PREPARE THESE INVEN- 
| TORIES OF FURNITURE, WORKS OF ART, 
ETC., IN ALL PARTS OF THE KINGDOM. 
| OWNERS SHOULD CONSULT MESSRS. 
KNIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY, 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, & Valuers, 
/20, HANoveR Square, LONDON, and 
100, Princes STREET, EDINBURGH. 





Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


FOUNDED IN THE REIGN OF WILLIAM & MARY, 1689. 


ROBE y COURT 
MAKERS. .<% ape? 


TAILORS. 


KHAKI OUTFITS. 
‘SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


| Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks & Coroners, 





93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


£1() TO £5,000 ADVANCED by Private 
| om Lender on Simple Promissory Note. No bills 
of sile taken, and absolute privacy guaranteed. First 
letter of application receives prompt attention, and 
intending borrowers are waited upon by a representative, 
who is empowered to compl te transaction on terms 
mutually arranged, no charge being made unless busi- 
ness actually completed. Special quotations for short 
loans. 
Write in confidence to— 
Cc. WELLS, 
CORRIDOR CHAMBERS, 





LEICESTER. 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 
COMPLETION OF VOLUME 60. 








The numbers may now be sent to the Office for binding. 


PRICE—Brown or Green Cloth, 2/9 per vol. 


99 


Half Calf, Office Pattern, 5/6 per vol. 


Back numbers can be supplied. 


Office 2.7, 


CHANCERY LANE, 


W.C. 





